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PREFACE. 


During the eighteen years that have elapsed since the 
publication of the ‘Essay on the Ancient Topography of 
Jerusalem,’ a considerable amount of accurate informa- 
tion has been collected, bearing on the questions therein 
discussed. This would be sufficient, under ordinary circum- 
stances, to justify a second edition of the work ; but there 
are several reasons why this should hardly yet be attempted. 

First — There is a survey now in progress at Jerusalem, 
which will rectify our knowledge of the topography to a 
very considerable extent, but, though completed on the 
spot, it will not be published and available to the public 
for some time to come. 

Secondly — The works of De Vogue and De Saulcy are 
still incomplete, and will no doubt throw important light 
on many points of interest ; and there are other researches 
in progress which have a more or less direct bearing on 
the points at issue. 
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The most important reason, however, for deferring the 
second edition is, that the questions raised on the original 
work have not yet reached that stage which entitles them 
to the consideration of earnest and competent inquirers. 

When a question of this kind is first brought forward, it 
meets only with contempt, and sneers supply the place of 
arguments. When these will no longer suffice, misrepre- 
sentation of the facts of the case, and abuse of the author who 
brought it forward, serve to keep back the truth for some 
time. If it survives these, it is then taken up by those who 
ought to have investigated it when first promulgated, and 
what is good in it established, what is erroneous put on one 
side. 

My own impression is, that the theory, that the Dome of 
the Rock was built by Constantine, has passed through the 
first two of these stages of its existence; but whether it 
has reached the third is by no means so clear. It is so 
much easier to criticise than to investigate ; so much safer 
to deny than to admit an hypothesis which may afterwards 
be proved to be untenable ; so much pleasanter to detect 
another in error, than to acknowledge his success even in the 
slightest degree, that from one or all of these causes the 
great difficulty of such a case as this, is to obtain for it a 
fair hearing. 

It would have been as easy to point out any flaw in argu- 
ments adduced eighteen years ago, as it may be now. The 
facts and the arguments were so simple and so broadly stated, 
that the refutation, if it could be made, must have been 
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distinct and crushing ; but it has not yet been brought 
forward. The question therefore remains exactly where it 
was eighteen years ago, except in this respect — if I am not 
mistaken — that it is now attracting a certain amount of 
public attention; and if so, unless the heresy can be up- 
rooted, it will inevitably come to be accepted in the 
course of time. 

Under these circumstances, it appears expedient to lay 
before the public a short and compendious statement of 
the case, in order that those who wish for information may 
obtain it in the clearest manner, and with the least amount 
of trouble to themselves, and may be enabled to judge how 
far the arguments generally employed to disprove it really 
meet the merits of the case. 

For these purposes, it has been determined to print two 
Lectures on the subject, which were delivered at the Royal 
Institution in Albemarle Street — one in February 1862, 
the other in March last. These do not, of course, pretend 
to be exhaustive statements of the case; but they do con- 
tain a r6mm& of all the main points of the argument, with 
a sufficient amount of illustration and references to make 
it intelligible. 

Those who wish for further information are referred to 
the ‘ Essay on the Topography of Jerusalem,’ above referred 
to; to the articles * Jerusalem’ and ‘Temple,’ in Smith’s 
‘ Dictionary of the Bible;’ and to the ‘Notes on the Site 
of the Holy Sepulchre,’ published in 1861, in answer to an 
attack in the ‘ Edinburgh Review.’ 
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These may be considered as the pleadings on one side 
of the question, but it need hardly be added that they 
do not suffice to enable any one to form an indepen- 
dent opinion on the subject, unless he is also fami- 
liar with what has been written on the opposite 
side. Even after mastering these, no one is properly 
entitled to judge who has not had previous educa- 
tion in matters of this sort, and unless he is prepared to 
study the original authorities, and to investigate the topo- 
graphical details for himself. All this may require more 
leisure and more enthusiasm than most people are willing 
to devote to such a subject. If they try, however, they will 
probably find it intensely interesting, and, if I am not 
mistaken, worthy of all the pains that can be bestowed upon 
it even by the first class of minds. 

Whenever it is so investigated, I have no fears of the 
result ; until it is so taken up, it is only a waste of time 
and temper to attempt to struggle against the indifference 
of many, and the special pleading of those who cling to a 
tradition which has no logical basis to rest upon. 

Since this work was in the press, a small volume has been 
received from abroad, entitled ‘ Theodericus de Locis Sanctis,’ 
with appendices, edited by the well-known Dr. Titus Tobler, 
of St. Gall, one of the most stanch supporters of the present 
traditional Sepulchre of Jerusalem. Though too late to 
admit of all the use being made of it which might have 
been done had it been received earlier, the principal 
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passages bearing on the argument have been reprinted 
at length in the Appendix to this work. 

The first extract from the description of an anonymous 
traveller* settles the long-disputed question of the site 
of the Porta Neapolitans This was the only historical 
difficulty that really existed, which, though not important 
in itself, was still sufficiently so to render its removal satis- 
factory. The second, t giving the inscriptions on the 
Dome of the Rock, as they existed a.d. 1172, renders it 
nearly certain that the Arabic inscriptions which now adorn 
that building are as late as Saladin’s time, as suggested in 
the text; and the reiterated assertion of Theodericus that 
that building was erected by Constantine and his mother 
Helena, as Dr. Tobler says, “ takes the blush of novelty off 
Mr. Fergusson’s theory,” though in a manner which may be 
considered most satisfactory. 

A third extract, quoted below,}: is as important as either of 
these, and would be more so if the indication of the locality 
were a little more precise. As it stands, it proves, however, 
that the “ lapis pertusus ” of the Bordeaux Pilgrim and the 
Innominatus (Appendices A and B) still existed in his 
day, and that it stood within the limits of the Temple, as 
determined in the second Lecture contained in this volume.§ 


* Appendix B. j rundam traditiones, os est piscinarum 

t Appendix D. ' ibidem consistentium, secundum alio- 

X Inter templum quoque et duo la- rum vero opinionem Zachariam Bara- 
tera atrii exterioris, orientale scilicet et chi® filium ibidem peremtum fuisse 
meridianum lapis magnus situs est designat (p. 37). 
in modum cdtaris qui secundum quo- § The interior court of the text is 
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The tradition, that it covered the entrance of the great 
cistern, is sufficient to prove that it stood in front of the 
Aksah, though whether on the exact spot where the Jewish 
altar once stood, is not clear, neither is it important, because 
it certainly was not the altar itself, and whatever it originally 
represented may have been moved from its original locality. 

The circumstance which renders the knowledge of the 
existence of this stone in the 12th century of importance 
to our present inquiry, is the fact that it almost certainly was 
the Sakhra of Mahometan historians ; although here again 
the vagueness that attaches to some of their traditions as we 
now possess them, detracts somewhat from the precision of 
their indications. 

The stone which the Jews in the 4th century annually 
repaired to, to anoint and weep over, the Christians in the 
5th and 6th centuries had covered with a dunghill, in order 
to show their contempt of the hated race. In the 7th 
century this filth was removed by the Moslems, and the 
stone again restored to honour ; and Omar built his mosque 
immediately behind it, as related in the text (pp. 51 and 105). 
It is not to be wondered at, that, in the Christian times of 
Theodericus, the tradition regarding it should again have 
become as indistinct as that regarding the origin of the 
Mosque el Aksah itself ; but its existence at all is sufficient 
for our present purposes. It is a direct testimony that the 
Sakhra which Omar crept through the Gate of Mohammed 

the platform on which the Dome of I court, the remainder of the Haram Area 
the Rock now stands ; the exterior | which surrounded it. 
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on his hands and knees to look for, was not the Sakhra 
under the Dome of the Bock, but this Lapis Magnus of 
Theodericus, which still may exist, and perhaps may still be 
found when looked for. 

There is yet another indication in the passage printed in 
Appendix D, from this work, which is nearly as important 
in fixing the true site of the sacred localities. 

After completing his description of the Dome of the Bock, 
Theodericus next describes the circular chapel containing 
the Tomb of St. James, which stood where the Dome of 
the Chain now stands, within twenty feet of the eastern 
entrance of the so-called Mosque of Omar. Even if we 
assume this to be a mere legend, it seems impossible that 
such a tradition could have existed if there had been a 
suspicion that the Dome of the Bock was built by the 
Mahometans, or that it stood within the Temple precincts. 
Indeed, it does not seem possible to account for the juxta- 
position, except on the supposition that those who erected 
it desired that the sepulchre of St. James should be in the 
closest possible proximity to that of Him who, in the text, is 
called his brother. 

Taken altogether, this little volume is by far the most 
valuable contribution to the history of the Holy Places which 
has been made of late years ; and it is extremely creditable 
to the candour of its editor that he should have published 
a work which tells so seriously against the views he so long 
and consistently maintained. 

The publication of this little work has done so much to 
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remove the disputed questions regarding the topography of 
Jerusalem beyond the limits of discussion, that it is to be 
hoped that, if any more such treatises exist in manuscript, 
they will before long be given to the world. The real 
difficulty of this inquiry hitherto has been, not that the 
authorities usually quoted contained anything opposed to 
the views I have been advocating, but that the written 
evidence was so fragmentary, and frequently so ambiguously 
expressed, that it could not be considered as conclusive. 
So long, therefore, as those who wrote on the subject insisted 
on resting the whole case on the litera scripta as it has 
hitherto existed, the controversy was, and might for ever 
have remained, incapable of final adjustment. 

The architectural argument was clear, distinct, and irre- 
fragable, and ought to have been considered final, but few 
of those who have taken up the question are capable of 
expressing an opinion on such evidence, having no such 
knowledge of the art as would justify their judgment from 
it alone. 

The topographical argument was equally clear, and ought 
to be considered equally decisive ; but this again required 
great local knowledge, and more familiarity with details than 
can be acquired without a great amount of study, and better 
opportunities than are always easily obtainable. 

The written argument, on the contrary, is accessible to 
any scholar of moderate attainments ; consequently nine 
out of ten at least, it might almost be said ninety-nine out 
of a hundred, of those who have taken up this question, 
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have been inclined to rest the whole argument on this, 
which, in this peculiar case, is, and must always be, practically, 
the least valuable branch of the evidence. 

As this state of affairs will probably continue some time 
longer, it makes the publication of such a work as that of 
Theodericus most opportune. It is the only really careful 
and detailed description we have of Jerusalem during the 
first Latin kingdom. Seewulf was an ignorant savage, who 
believed whatever he was told, and was incapable of forming 
an independent judgment; and Benjamin of Tudela was a 
credulous Jew, much more interested in legends pertaining 
to his own race than in general questions of topography. 
So that Arculfus and Theodericus are the two authorities 
on which the literary part of the argument must be based in 
future, and the latter, though only now available, is nearly 
as important as the former. It cannot, however, be too often 
repeated that the literary branch of the argument is, from 
the nature of the case, necessarily the most indistinct, and 
therefore the least valuable. The architectural evidence is 
the clearest and most direct, and consequently the most 
important. The topographical proof ranges next to the 
architectural. Till these two are disposed of, the historical 
argument may safely be put aside to wait for further eluci- 
dation. 
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LECTURE 


DELIVERED ON THE 21st OF FEBRUARY, 1862. 


Part I. 

INTRODUCTORY. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I cannot feel that any apology is required for intro- 
ducing to your notice a subject which must be to all 
Christians the most interesting point of topographical 
Archaeology. Nor will the place in which I bring it forward 
be considered inappropriate, inasmuch as no fortuitous dis- 
covery, no mere literary process, but one of pure induc- 
tion, such as you continually •hear applied in this room 
to physical phenomena, has led me from known facts to 
legitimate conclusions. 

Although, some time since, Archaeology was hardly 
looked upon as a science, the progress which it has made 
during the last few years, the number of facts patiently 
observed and carefully recorded, have fully entitled it to 
rank among the highest, as it is certainly one of the most 
interesting branches of human knowledge. 

What I do feel may require some apology to many of you 
is, that, in order to make myself perfectly understood by all, I 
must begin at the very beginning of my subject, and commence 
by telling many of you what you already know as well as I 
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do myself. Without this, I fear some may fail to appreciate 
the form of the superstructure from a want of knowledge of 
the base on which it is erected. 

First, then, you are all of you aware that there is at Jeru- 
salem a famous church known as the Church of the Holy 
Sepulchre, situated in the middle of the town, in what is now 
known and seems always to have been designated as the 
Christian quarter of the Holy City. In its present form this 



[No. 1.] 


church is admitted to have been erected by the Crusaders 
during the course of the 12th century, say from a.d. 1100 
to 1168. But it is generally believed to have been erected 
on the site of the church built at Jerusalem by Constantine 
in the 4th century, notwithstanding that no trace of the 
previous church is to be found in the present edifice. 
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Although this is generally — it may almost be said uni- 
versally — believed, still, on the other hand, many learned 
and pious men have entertained grave and serious doubts 
as to whether the little tabernacle which occupies the centre 
of the Rotunda of this church really does contain the tomb 
in which the Saviour was laid — whether, indeed, Constantine 
was not entirely mistaken in selecting this position for his 
church, and misled by the want of any satisfactory tradition 
as to the localities of the scenes of the Passion. 

The first person who put these doubts into a tangible form 
was a German of the name of Korte, who made a pilgrimage 
to Jerusalem about the middle of the last century. When 
there he was so struck with what appeared to him the impos- 
sibility of reconciling the modem locality with the exigencies 
of the Bible narrative, that on his return home he published 
a work in which he stated his reasons for doubting whether 
what was shown him was or could be the Sepulchre of 
Christ. Like most men who announce new and disagreeable 
truths, he met only with contempt and contumely, and his 
book made no impression on the public. Next to him in 
importance, if not in date, was the celebrated Dr. Clarke, of 
Cambridge. He visited Jerusalem at the beginning of this 
century, and was so struck with the improbability of the sup- 
posed site being the true one, that he hardly condescended 
to argue the question, and treated it as simply preposterous. 

Since his time many sincere and learned men, on visiting 
the place, have followed in the same path, and have ex- 
pressed their doubts in arguments of more or less cogency. 
On the other hand, perhaps as many equally sincere and 
learned pilgrims have upheld the authenticity of the present 
site, and with at least equal success, as they have had all 
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the vis inertice of long-established tradition on their side to 
supply any failure of logic in dealing with the facts of the 
case. 

Time will not allow of my entering fully on the arguments 
on either side at present. Those who wish to see all that 
can be urged in favour of the tradition, will find it stated in 
the Rev. George Williams’s work entitled 4 The Holy City,’ 
more especially in the Chapter on the Sepulchre, written by 
the Rev. Professor Willis. Those whose tastes or reason 
incline the other way will find the arguments against the 
site tersely and logically summed up by Dr. Robinson, in 
his 4 Biblical Researches in Palestine.’ 

It may, however, be stated generally, that those who cling 
to the traditions argue that Constantine, 300 years after the 
event, must have had better means of arriving at a correct 
conclusion than we can have, and would not have fixed on 
that site without good reasons for the selection ; and add that 
since his time there has been no solution of continuity. On 
the other hand, it is urged that the Bible narrative repre- 
sents Christ as going from the judgment-seat — admitted to 
be the Antonia — towards the country, — crucified outside 
the walls, and laid in a rock-cut sepulchre nigh at hand; 
whereas they contend that the present site was always 
inside the walls — that to reach it he must have passed 
through a great part of the city — that there is no rock in 
the present sepulchre, &c. 

The opponents of the present site also add that, if we can 
now point to remains of ancient walls and buildings to the 
northward of the present church, these indications must have 
been ten times more distinct in the 4th century, before a 
dozen of sieges and the rebuilding and alterations of fifteen 
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centuries had done so much to obliterate them. They con- 
tend that it is almost impossible that those who acted with 
Constantine could have been so ignorant of the Bible nar- 
rative as to place the sepulchre in what they must have seen 
was the middle of the old town, as it is of its modem 
successor. 

These propositions are, of course, disputed by the opposite 
party, but it is easy to see that the real difficulty of the 
whole case is the want of a tertium quid. If this is not 
the sepulchre, the traditionalists ask, where is it ? Nothing is 
more difficult than to prove a negative ; and while there were 
no positive facts to rest upon, the argument was necessarily 
inconclusive, and probably incapable of settlement. 

It was while the controversy was in this position that I 
became — I may say, almost by accident — entangled in its 
meshes; and in explaining to you how this came to pass, 
I trust you will pardon me if I speak more of myself than 
may be quite consistent with good taste. 1 would not do 
so did I not feel that by a personal narrative I can put the 
facts of the case more vividly before you, and in far less 
time, than I could by double the amount of impersonal 
circumlocution. If I succeed in this, I trust you will forgive 
the unwilling though apparent egotism. 

During a long residence in India I occupied my leisure 
in studying the architecture of that glorious country, and 
applied myself to the investigation not only of the Buddhist 
and Hindoo, but to that of the Mahometan styles which had 
been practised there. I became perfectly familiar with the 
mosques of Agra and Delhi, and other great cities of the 
Moslem conquerors, and knew every form of tomb that 
had been ■ used from the time of Kootub-ed-deen, the 
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first conqueror, to that of the last Nawab of Lucknow. 
I had visited the mosques and tombs of Cairo and Egypt, 
and had acquainted myself with those of Persia, Syria, and 
Asia generally, in so far as was possible from the books then 
published. But in all my researches one building alone 
stood out strange and incomprehensible, and that was the 
so-called Mosque of Omar at Jerusalem. Mosque it cer- 
tainly was not, for in its arrangements it transgressed the 
fundamental principles of mosque architecture. The essential 
definition of a mosque reduced to its simplest expression is 
that it is a wall at right angles to the direction of Mecca. 
The precept of the Koran is, “ that all men, when they pray, 
shall turn towards the Kaaba,” or holy house at Mecca, and 
consequently throughout the Moslem world indicators have 
been put up to enable the faithful to fulfil this condition. 
In India they face west, in Barbary east, in Syria south. It 
is true that when rich men or kings built mosques they fre- 
quently covered the face of this wall with arcades, to shelter 
the worshipper from the sun or rain. They enclosed it in a 
court, that his meditations might not be disturbed by the 
noises of the outside world. They provided it with foun- 
tains, that he might perform the required ablutions before 
prayer. But still the essential part of the mosque is the 
Mihrab or niche which points towards Mecca, and towards 
which when he bows, the worshipper knows that the 
Kaaba also is before him. 

Now the building in question, so far from answering to 
this description, is an octagon, and with an entrance in 
each of the four faces fronting the Cardinal points of the 
compass, but, strange to say, with the principal entrance 
facing the south, or direction of Mecca, so that every 
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worshipper entering by it turns his back on the Holy 
Kaaba — a sacrilege which any one who has lived long 
among Moslems will easily feel and appreciate. 

Had it been called the Tomb of Omar, I probably should 
hardly have inquired further. 

Tombs in the earlier ages of 
the world were circular. They 
afterwards became octagonal 
and sometimes square, and 
generally, after the Roman 
period, were surmounted by 
domes, as this building is. 

I had seen hundreds, I may 
almost say thousands, of Mos- 
lem tombs in the East, differ- Plan of the Dome of Rock at Jerusalem. 

From Catherwood and Arundale. 

ing in no very essential respect, scale 100 ft to 1 in. 

in so far as plan is concerned, from this one. Many 
had four entrances, but generally, it must be confessed, the 
door facing Mecca was closed, and ornamented with a 
Mihrab or niche of prayer ; but this was not essential, and 
certainly not always the case. 

Though therefore it might* in the then state of my 
knowledge, have been classed among the tombs, there 
unfortunately was no tradition or hint of any kind that 
either Omar or any Mahometan saint or celebrity had been 
buried beneath its dome. 

If, therefore, it was neither mosque nor tomb, what was 
it? My knowledge was at fault, and I could suggest no 
answer. 

While in this state of perplexity, I learned that Messrs. 
Catherwood and Arundale, accompanied by Mr. Bonomi, 
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had gained access to the Haram area in 1833 ; had mea- 
sured and drawn every part of the buildings within the 
sacred enclosure ; and that these gentlemen were then in 
England. I, in consequence, obtained an introduction to 
them, and made an appointment to meet them and see 
their drawings at the house of Mr. Arundale’s father-in- 
law, in Soho Square, in December, 1846. 

After turning over the drawings carefully more than 
once, and examining them with care, I turned to Mr. 
Arundale, who was standing by me, and said, “Do you 
know what you have got here ?” — “ The Mosque of Omar,” 
was his reply. “And who do you suppose built it?”— 
“ Omar.” “ Omar ! ” I repeated, “ It is impossible he could 
have done so. This is a Christian sepulchral building of 
the time of Constantine. It can be no other than the 
Church of the Holy Sepulchre.” 

I need hardly add that my new friends scarcely knew 
whether I was serious or in joke in proposing so startling 
an hypothesis. I urged them to publish the drawings. 
They declined. “ They had been to every publisher 
in London — no one would look at them; they could 
not afford to do it themselves.” Finding them immove- 
able on this head, I proposed to purchase the drawings, 
and publish them. Finally we agreed to meet again on 
the following Monday. 

The week that intervened I spent in the library of the 
British Museum, consulting every work on the subject to 
which I could obtain a reference. Everything I learnt 
confirmed me more and more in the conclusion I had 
arrived at from the architecture; and consequently, when 
we met, we soon came to terms. I agreed to pay a certain 
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price for such drawings as I wanted, which Mr. Arundale 
was to furnish. Immediately afterwards I set myself to 
prepare for the publication of my work on the ‘Ancient 
Topography of Jerusalem/ which appeared in 1847. 

Now, what I want to explain to you this evening is, what 
were the data from which I arrived so suddenly at the 
conclusion, that a building always supposed to be of Sara- 
cenic architecture, was really of Christian origin ; and why, 
after fifteen years, I still believe, more firmly than I did at 
first, that the building popularly known as the Mosque 
of Omar is, in reality, the sepulchral building which Con- 
stantine erected over what he believed to be the tomb of 
Christ. 


Part II. 

ARCHITECTURE. 


In attempting to explain the architectural peculiarities of 
the buildings within the Haram area, I fear I must again 
lay myself open to the charge of being too elementary. 
But, in order that all may follow what I am about to 
advance, this is probably indispensable. 

Those who are familiar with the writings of architectural 
critics of the last century will recollect how completely 
the litera scripta prevailed over every other class of evi- 
dence in determining the age of buildings. If a monkish 
chronicler related that an abbey was burnt down, and 
rebuilt from its foundations, during the wars of the Roses, 
the antiquarians of that day saw nothing to invalidate this 
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statement in the circular arches of the nave, or the lancets 
of the choir. Either these peculiarities were caprices of 
the architect employed in the restoration, or proofs that 
all styles were or might have been practised simultaneously 
during the middle ages, in the same incongruous jumble 
as prevails at the present day. 

The early writings of Britton first let in some light on this 
subject. In the multifarious buildings which he illustrated, 
it was generally perceived that a certain form of style 
agreed with a certain date. Mediaeval chronicles, however, 
in almost every instance, exaggerated so absurdly both as 
to destructions and rebuildings — that, so long as they were 
appealed to, there were too many striking exceptions to 
this rule, to allow of the doctrine of styles being generally 
accepted in Britton’s day. 

Rickman* was the first who boldly dared to grapple with 
the subject. With very little knowledge of books, but a 
keen eye for style, he saw at a glance the value of the 
latter characteristic. Once he had grasped the idea, he set 
himself to work it out enthusiastically — invented a nomen- 
clature, multiplied examples, and soon educed order out of 
chaos. Whewell and Willis followed in this path. The 
French, twenty years afterwards, caught up the idea, and 
soon surpassed us in the brilliancy of their classifications, 
and, at last, the Germans awoke to a sense of its importance. 

As the case at present stands, it may be broadly asserted 
that, in every instance of conflicting evidence, an appeal to 
style is at once allowed to override the most minute and 
circumstantial written testimony. And now that the general 


* The first edition of his work was published 1817. 
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chronometric scale has been determined upon and agreed to 
by antiquarians, few refer to the chronicles in which the 
history of the buildings is recorded, but are content, in the 
first instance at least, to fix dates from the styles alone. 

If any lingering doubts exist in any mind on this subject, 
it is owing to the strange anomalous manner in which 
architecture is practised at the present day, and the confusion 
of styles we see at present around us. When we see Grecian, 
Saracenic, or Gothic buildings rising at the same time, — 
Norman, Early English, and Perpendicular styles practised 
by the same architect at the same hour, — it requires some 
knowledge and no little effort to feel quite sure that somer- 
thing of the same kind may not have existed at some previous 
period. But there is no fact in the history of art more 
certain than that this absurd practice arose in Europe 
in the 16th century ; that it did not exist in any country 
at any age previous to that time; and consequently no 
argument derived from it can be applied to earlier build- 
ings, or in other lands where common sense still governs the 
design of buildings, as it does other forms of the fine or 
useful arts. 

In so far as Gothic architecture is concerned, this doctrine 

is now universally admitted as regards every country of 

* 

Europe ; but many are not aware that the same is true of the 
classic styles, — of the Saracenic, — the Indian, and of every 
true style. In fact, progress easily perceived, and as easily 
registered, was the law of development of every style of 
architecture in Europe, down to the great revival in the 
16th century, and is the law to this time in some of 
the remote countries of the East, where the influence 
of the round-hatted race is not yet supreme. 
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All this would have been perceived and acknowledged 
long ago, but that it has happened that, since the dis- 
covery of the chronometric scale by style, Gothic art has 
occupied the attention of the public almost to the exclu- 
sion of every other. The Pagan styles in particular are an 
abomination in the eyes of nine-tenths of those who turn 
their attention to architectural art in this country. 

Personally I have been fortunate in the accident that my 
travels have led me to take a wider view of the subject, and 
repeatedly I have had occasion to investigate the gradual 
progress of the Roman, Byzantine, and Saracenic styles, and 
need hardly add that their development follows the same 
identical law as has been so successfully applied to the 
mediaeval styles, and that it is quite as easy to determine 
dates from an appeal to the Ipm&ima Saxa in them, as it 
is in regard to Gothic buildings. 

Time will not admit of my attempting to prove this 
proposition on the present occasion, nor is it required, as, 
till controverted, it may be assumed as self-evident. Nor 
will it be necessary to go very far back in order to bring our 
knowledge to bear on those buildings at Jerusalem which 
are the subject of the present investigation. It will not, 
for instance, be needed to point out the steps by which the 
Roman style was gradually elaborated out of a not very 
lawful marriage of the Grecian and Etruscan styles. So 
long as Grecian mythology and Grecian art were the fashion, 
the Romans copied Grecian pillars and their trabeate archi- 
tecture in their Temples. In their aqueducts and amphi- 
theatres the Romans were, however, so familiar with the arch, 
and found it so constructively convenient, that their natural 
tendency was always in that direction ; and the moment the 
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pressure of religious feeling was removed, they swung towards 
it with a rapidity which is startling. 

From the time of the bifilding of the Flavian Amphi- 
theatre, till that of the Maxentian Basilica, we can trace this 
tendency step by step ; but it is not necessary to do that 
now, as we ha <ye, in the palace of Diocletian at Spalatro, a 
typical example, which is sufficient for our present purposes. 
That building was completed, as we now find it, by that 
emperor, before his death in 304. 

In the so-called Temple of Esculapius, in that palace, we 
find the Greek style and Grecian templar arrangements 
perfect in all their parts, though debased in detail. 

In the octagon building which Diocletian erected, probably 
as his own sepulchre, we find a far greater deviation from the 
classical type. In the peristyle between these two buildings 
we have in the central arch (woodcut No. 3), leading to the 
principal apartments of the palace, the whole entablature, 
cornice, frieze, and architrave, bent into an arch, though, on 
each side of it, the entablature still retains its original form. 
On each side of the court the architrave alone forms an arch 
from pillar to pillar, resting direct on the capital. The 
entablature runs horizontally above, as forming a cornice 
to the wall which these arches support. 

In the gateways and other utilitarian parts of the building, 
all the ordinances of classical art are set at defiance (wood- 
cut No. 4). The pillars have become mere ornamental shafts 
supported on brackets, their capitals portions of a string- 
course, and the whole thus becomes a decorative screen, such 
as — mutatis mutandis — is frequently found in the middle 
ages. We have thus in this palace an essentially transitional 
specimen of architectural art. The old style exists nowhere 
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[No. 3.] Peristyle in Palace of Spalatro. From Sir Gardner Wilkinson’s * Dalmatia.’ 
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in anything like purity except in the Temple. In all the 
secular or sepulchral parts the tendency is towards some- 
thing new ; and though the details are sometimes old, the 
forms are much more similar to those we find elaborated 
some centuries afterwards. 

It is much to be regretted that we have no similar example 
about a century later, and we are obliged to go on to the 
time of Justinian (a.d. 527-564) before we get such a group 
of buildings as shall enable us to be quite sure that we 
understand the style in all its details. His buildings, how- 
ever, at Constantinople, those erected in his day at Ravenna 
and elsewhere in Italy, and at Salonica, enable us to speak 
positively of what the style had become during his reign. 

In the beginning of the 6th century the proportions and 
the spacing of the pillars had become anything that the 
constructive exigencies of the case demanded. The hollow 
line of the classic capital was replaced by a bulging one, 
and the Corinthian acanthus had given place to a conven- 
tional form of vegetation which it is difficult to identify 
(woodcuts 5 and 6). But the most striking peculiarity of the 
completed transition is, that the horizontal entablature had 
disappeared, and given place to an essentially arched style. 
In short, the ancient trabeate Pagan art was gone, and had 
been replaced by a modern arched Byzantine style, differing 
from the older one in all essential features. 

Between those two epochs we have several* buildings, such 
as the Church of St. John Studios, at Constantinople, a.d. 
463, and the Eski d’Jami, at Salonica, built certainly 
within the limits of the 5th century, which are sufficient 
to mark the steps by which the change was being effected, 
though not in themselves sufficient to fix the date of the 
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transition. But other examples are daily coming to light 
which may enable us to be more precise at some future 
period. 



i i ---ZtZIi 


[No. 6.] Lower Order of the Church of Sta. Sophia (a.d. 536-540). From Salzenburg. 

It is scarcely necessary to add that we know exactly 
what was the style of architecture of the Roman Empire 
before the time of Diocletian. After the time of Justinian 
also we are no longer in doubt, the examples being sufficient 
to prove that no retrocession took place at any subsequent 
epoch. 

Now, what I want to point out to you this evening is that 
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the buildings known at Jerusalem as the Dome of the Rock 
and the Golden Gateway were erected between the epochs of 

Diocletian and Justinian, — near- 
er the former than the latter. 
And if I make this clear I feel 
sure you will agree with me in 
ascribing them to Constantine. 
But before proceeding to this, 
let me pause one moment to 
explain to you exactly what the 
buildings are of which I propose 
to speak. 

[No. 6.] Upper Order of Sta. Sophia (a.i>. The principal of these is the 

536-5-10). From Salzenburg. 

octagonal building popularly 
known as the Mosque of Omar, but more correctly designated 
the “ Dome of the Rock.” It stands on a platform of its own 
in the midst of the sacred enclosure known as the Haram 
Area, and is the most conspicuous object in all views at 
Jerusalem, especially those taken from the eastward, or 
that side on which the Mount of Olives is situated. 

The second is the Golden Gateway, a festal portal inserted 
in the eastern wall not far from the first-named building. 

The third is the Mosque el Aksah, situated near the 
middle of that part of the Haram area which was formerly 
occupied by Herod’s Temple. 

The Church of the Holy Sepulchre in the city ought to 
form a fourth in the series, but that it has no locus standi in 
an architectural argument. Its most strenuous supporters 
cannot point out a single detail or constructive peculiarity 
that belongs to an age anterior to that of the Crusades ; and 
therefore, whatever may be said in defence of its claims to bo 
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considered the successor of Constantine’s building, no support 
can be obtained from its architectural peculiarities. 

The principal one of these buildings is the first named, 
which is practically that on which the whole argument turns. 
The Mahometan tradition since the Crusades assumes that it 
covers the site of the Altar, or the Holy of Holies, of Solo- 
mon’s Temple, or the rock on which modern tradition says 
the angel stood who appeared to David when the plague 
was stayed. But it need hardly be remarked that the word 
“rock” does not occur either in the Bible, or Josephus, 
or the Talmud, nor indeed anywhere else in ancient times, 
as connected either with the altar or Holy of Holies. It 
seems to be wholly a Moslem tradition, but has been repeated 
so often in the present controversy that most persons have 
come to believe that there is some foundation for the 
belief that this rock represents the site of the altar, though 
there does not seem to be any whatever. 

What we know of the altar from the Bible is that it was 
situated on the threshing-floor of Araunah, and this rugged 
and uneven rock certainly never was and never could have 
been a threshing-floor under any circumstances. What we 
know from Josephus is that the altar was built up of natural 
unhewn stones which no iron tool had touched (B. J. v. 5, § 6), 
and the Talmud repeats this even more distinctly and posi- 
tively (Middoth, iii. 4). So that there is absolutely no 
authority, except the modern tradition, for connecting the 
altar and the Temple with any rock. Even, however, if 
this were not the case, and the altar did stand on a rock, 
we shall presently show that this particular specimen was 
altogether outside the Temple area, and therefore could not 
have sustained the altar under any circumstances. 
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The building which encloses the rock is an octagon 155 
feet in diameter, in the centre of which is a circular apart- 
ment surmounted by a dome measuring 65 feet across in- 
ternally, and under which nearly the whole floor is occupied 
by a great mass of living rock rising about 8 feet above 
the level of the aisles, and in that rock is a cave, regarding 
the use or origin of which the Moslems are by no means 
clear. The central dome is supported by four great piers, 
between each of which are three pillars supporting arches 
springing direct from their capitals. Beyond this the 
external space of 35 feet is divided into two aisles by a 
screen of eight piers and sixteen pillars, and nearly 400 
feet in length, which is the most interesting and most un- 
altered part of the building, and that consequently on which 
the architectural argument mainly hinges. The external 
walls have been a good deal altered by necessary and 
decorative repairs at various periods. 

The first thing to be remarked in the screen is that the pillars 
are mounted on stools or sub-bases, as in the octagon build- 
ing at Spalatro, and as we find them in the buildings of the 
next century at Salonica (woodcut No. 8) and Constantinople, 
but as they ceased to be in Justinian’s time and afterwards. 

The capitals are of a simple Corinthian order of Diocle- 
tian’s day, which had disappeared long before Justinian’s 
reign. Above them still ranges the old classical entabla- 
ture, but with this remarkable alteration. Although of 
wood, it would have looked crushingly heavy if maintain- 
ing its classical depth across pillars spaced eight diameters 
apart. The architrave is consequently omitted, and repre- 
sented only by a square block over each pillar supporting 
the frieze and cornice, of fairly classical design, and over 
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this comes a bold discharging arch, which again supports 
a comice which was originally apparently classical, but is 
now hid in more modern details. 

We have thus in this building, in the centre, circular 
arches resting directly on the capitals, as at Spalatro. We 
have in the screen arches resting on an entablature supported 
by architrave blocks, but we have not the third stage, which 
became universal in the 5th century, and continued generally 
throughout Justinian’s reign, of arches springing direct from 
architrave blocks without any intervening entablature. 



Look at it indeed which way you will, it is impossible to 
conceive a more essentially transitional example than this — 
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the horizontal trabeate architecture of Pagan Rome strug- 
gling to retain its position against the Christian arcuate style 
by which it was so soon to be superseded. After this period, 
so far as I know, there is no single instance of a horizontal 
cornice being used as a decorative feature anywhere. It died 
with Constantine, and we here witness its last expiring agony. 

Any one who is familiar with the gradual development of 
styles, and is in the habit of noting the phenomena that mark 
transitional epochs, would probably be satisfied with this 
evidence ; but it may not unnaturally be asked, “ Are there 
any other buildings of the same age with which this can be 
compared ? ” 

Anteriorly, perhaps, the best for the purpose is the octa- 
gonal temple or tomb building above alluded to, which 
Diocletian erected in his palace at Spalatro. It is in all 
essential respects identical with this building at Jerusalem, 
except that the first-named emperor, like a good Pagan, put 
his colonnade outside his building in the form of a peristyle ; 
while Constantine, like a good Christian, put his inside, in 
the shape of an aisle. 

Then we have the Lateran Baptistery which Constantine 
built for his own sepulchre, and which, though very much 
smaller, is in its architectural arrangement essentially 
identical with this one. So is the tomb which he built for 
Sta. Constantia his daughter. The church which he built 
at Antioch was octagonal, and, so far as we can make out 
from the imperfect description of Eusebius,* it also was 
very like this Dome of the Rock. 

In the 4th century and the next we have several churches 


* Vita Constantini, 1. iii. 
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bearing a strong family resemblance to this one, such as San 
Stefano Rotondo at Rome, the Baptistery at Noeera, and the 
San Giorgio at Salonica, which, though astylar, is interesting 
as showing how prevalent the circular domical type of 
church was in the 4th century of our era. 

When we come down to the age of Justinian, we find quite 
a different state of affairs. We have octagonal churches it 
is true, such as San Vitale at Ravenna, and the church of 
Sergius and Bacchus, now known as the little St. Sophia, 
at Constantinople. But in these the choir and apse have 
become essential and integral parts of the design. The 
Corinthian capital is gone. The arch rests on the capital 
or the architrave block, and the whole style is complete 
in itself, and as essentially different from the old classical 
style as the Gothic of Edward III. is from the Norman 
of the Conqueror. 

It need hardly be added that in those days retrocession 
in style was absolutely unknown, and those who contend 
that this building was erected by the Moslems, or by any 
other parties after the time of Justinian, have got to point 
out the existence of any one building in any part of 
the world, or in any subsequent age, which resembles 
this one either in design or style. Such a building may 
exist, but of this I feel certain — that it has not yet been 
seen by .modem eye, or at least described by modem pen, 
and till it is brought forward we may treat de non ap - 
parentibus as non exist entibus.* 

* I have never answered the argu- | Dome of the Rock may have been 
ment of Mr. Lewin against my views j built in the 4th century (Sketch of 
as expressed in his several publications, Jerusalem, p. 150, and repeated in the 
though it would be easy to do so, for Toj)ogruphy uf Jerusalem . Heproba- 
this reason,— that he admits that the ' bly fancies he sees some way out of the 
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Nor will it do to suggest, as some have attempted to do, 
that these classical forms were borrowed by the Moslems from 
some earlier buildings. In the first place, we know from 
Arculfus, at the end of the 7th century (after this building is 
said to have been completed), that all the Christian buildings 
were standing and entire. But more than this, the extent of 
it quite precludes any such supposition. If it were a portico 
of four or six pillars, with twenty or thirty feet of entablature, 
anything might be assumed. But, confining the argument 
to the aisle screen alone, eight piers, sixteen pillars, and 
400 feet of entablature mitreing at all sorts of angles, and 
fitting everywhere without any appearance of contrivance or 
adjustment, is a phenomenon not to be explained away. 
This, however, is only a small part of the whole evidence. 

The whole arrangement and design of the building is 
utterly unlike anything we know of Saracenic architecture, 
and there is a beauty of proportion and an appropriateness 
of detail which we do not find in their works, till their style 
was thoroughly elaborated into a whole, after the crusades. 

On the other hand, it is just such a building as we should 
expect to find emanating from Constantine’s order that “ the 
church may surpass all others in beauty, and that the details 
of the building may be such that the finest structure of any 
city of the Empire may be excelled by this.” * 

So far as we can judge, this precept has been, literally 
obeyed, and, taken in conjunction with the details of style 
just pointed out, ought to suffice to settle the controversy. 


dilemma in which he thus places 
himself, though he does not explain 
it. So for as I am concerned, it is 
granting all I ask. He writes as if 


he were my opponent, I accept him as 
the best of my allies. 

* Eusebius, Vita Constantin, iii. 32. 
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If, in short, Constantine did not build this Dome of the 
Rock, our architectural science is a delusion, unless some 
one can bring forward new data from which new conclusions 
must be drawn. But the architectural world has been toler- 
ably well explored, and there is little chance of this ; and 
something very distinct and clear would be required to upset 
what we already really do know, and all which points to the 
conclusion above indicated. 

The first proposition — that this building was not erected 
before the time of Diocletian — probably all will admit. 

The second — that it was built before the time of Justinian — 
appears to me as undeniable and as capable of proof. 

The third — that it was built very nearly at the beginning 
of the epoch intervening between the reigns of the two 
monarchs indicated — I feel convinced will be admitted by all 
who are familiar with its architectural peculiarities and will 
take the trouble to compare them with the buildings at 
Spalatro and those of Constantine pointed out above. 

If this be so, the argument might be allowed to stop here. 
For whatever historical difficulties might at first sight appear 
to militate against these conclusions, we may rest assured 
will melt away when fairly grappled with. If I have cor- 
rectly appreciated the architectural argument, it is final, 
and must be swept away before it can be denied that the 
Dome of the Rock is a building of the age of Constantine 
the Great 
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GOLDEN GATEWAY. 


If we turn to the Golden Gateway, we find architectural 
phenomena precisely similar in all essential respects to those 
just pointed out as characterizing the Dome of the Rock, but 
varied as might be expected from the diverse purposes of the 



[No. 11.] Interior of the Golden Gateway. From a drawing by Catherwood. 

Originally published in Fisher’s ‘ Oriental Album.’ 
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two buildings. In the interior of the Gateway the central 
arches spring direct from the architrave blocks, and sup- 
port flat domes with pendentives. These are an Eastern 
form of art, regarding which it is difficult to find parallel 
examples in our books of architecture, which are almost 
exclusively devoted to Western examples. The argument 



[No. 12.] Order of the Golden Gateway. From a drawing by Arundale. 


as to the date of the building rests therefore principally, 
in so far as the interior is concerned, on the quasi-classical 
cornice which runs along the wall on both sides. It is 
here used merely as an ornamental feature, like the cornice 
(woodcut No. 9) # under the discharging arches in the Dome 
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of the Rock, and is evidently of the same age and style, 
and, like it, used not as a constructive necessity, but as a 
reminiscence of the old but expiring style of classical art. 
A horizontal cornice may occasionally be found used for 
constructive purposes as late as the time of Justinian, 
though of course with less classical detail than is found 
here ; but no instance is known in which it was employed 
for merely ornamental purposes after the 4th century, 
to which these two buildings must consequently be ascribed 
from this cause alone, till some example to the contrary 
can be pointed out. 

This would be apparent at a glance to every one, if it 
were not that the Dome has been used as a place of 
worship for fifteen centuries, first by Christians, then by 
Moslems. During the crusades the Christians recovered 
it, and made it the Patriarchal Church of Jerusalem, and 
again the Mahometans adapted it to their own rites. It has 
been so altered by all these changes in many of its details, 
that the original form and construction are not at once 
apparent. The Golden Gateway, on the other hand, having 
never been used as a place of worship by the followers of 
either religion, remains now as originally erected. 

If any one will take the trouble to look back and compare 
this capital and entablature, or those shown in the woodcuts 
No. 10 and No. 12, with those from the Church of St. Sophia 
(woodcuts No. 5 and No. 6), it must be evident how much 
more nearly the two examples at Jerusalem approach the 
classical type than the two from Constantinople. The two 
first named would hardly be remarked as anachronisms in 
Diocletian’s palace at Spalatro, or in buildings of the 4th 
century at Rome. The two last quoted exhibit a completed 
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style from which all true classical feeling had been entirely 
banished. To assert that the Mahometans after Justinian’s 
time went back to the practice of the more classical type 
of art, is one of the most startling assertions that can well 
be hazarded, and is not warranted by any experience in any 
age in the architectural history of the world anterior to the 
16th century. 

If, on the contrary, we compare the Jerusalem capitals 


with those of the Church 
of St. John Studios at 
.Constantinople (wood- 
cut 13), built in the 
year 463, it will be seen 
at a glance how much 
more nearly those two 
approach in style to one 
another than they do to 
those from Sta. Sophia. 
We must also bear in 
mind how much more 
slowly the style changes 
in sacred than it does in 
secular buildings, and 
make some allowance 
for the provincial situ- 
ation of Jerusalem as 
compared with the me- 
tropolis, where the clas- 
sical tradition would re- 
main longer in force. If 
we make a fair allowance 



Jplmi 




[No. 13.] Pillar in Church of St John, Constantinople. 
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for these circumstances, it seems hardly possible to arrive 
at* any other conclusion than that the Golden Gateway is 
an older example than the capital of St. John, or than the 
buildings of about the same epoch at Salonica, and a fortiori 
very much more ancient than Sta. Sophia at Constantinople. 

Externally, especially in the inner face of the Golden 
Gateway, we have an entire entablature, architrave, frieze, 
and cornice, bent as at Spalatro (ante, woodcut No. 3), and 
arching from pillar to pillar; a peculiarity which I believe 
I am correct in stating is never found in any building after 
the 4th century, but is eminently characteristic of the age of 
Constantine. 

If we look only at the style, it is true it may be said 
the Gateway is somewhat more modem than the Dome 
of the Rock. But in the same sense it may be asserted that 
the Flavian Amphitheatre is more advanced in style than 
are temples which we know were erected in the age of the 
Antonin es or Aurelian, nearly a century after its date. In 
secular buildings men were bound by no trammels. In reli- 
gious edifices certain forms were sacred, and it was with 
difficulty they could be dispensed with. 

It is hardly worth while, however, re-arguing the question 
at any length, as all the same arguments apply to it as have 
just been urged with reference to the Dome of the Rock ; and 
in so far as their architecture is concerned, they must stand 
or fall together. It is, indeed, less necessary to re-argue the 
question with regard to the Golden Gateway, as no one has 
yet ventured to contend that it was built by the Mahometans 
or by any one so late as the time of Justinian. The tendency 
of the arguments as concerns this building has been quite in 
the opposite direction. Some ascribe it to Herod, some even 
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to Solomon, but the best judges range between Herod 
and some nameless builder in the 5th or 6th century.* 



* “ Ces demiers fragments (the 
exterior of the Golden Gateway, and 
the frontispiece of the Gate Huldah) 
ne peuvent etre que du temps d'Herodo 


le Grand, ou que du temps d’Adrien, 
ou que du temps de Constantin.'’ — 
Viollet le Due. Entretiens d’ A roll., 
p. 22o. 

1 ) 


Digitized by Google 




34 


GOLDEN GATEWAY. 


Lect. I. 


Strangely enough, however, some of those who con- 
tend most stoutly against the larger building having been 
erected by Constantine, are willing to admit that the gate- 
way may be of the 4th or 5th century ; though those who 
admit this seem hardly to be aware of the consequences 
of such an admission, inasmuch as they have failed to 
suggest who put it there, and for what purpose. It was 
not, and, from its arrangements, could not be, a gate of 
the city; it was not, and could not be, a gate of the 
“ accursed Temple ’’ of the Jews, which did not extend 
nearly to this spot, and which certainly was not rebuilt in 
the 4th or 5th century.* 

. If, therefore, it was not either of these, what could it be 
but the festal entrance described by Eusebius as leading 
to the Basilica of Constantine ? 

Till some clear and credible answer is given to this 
inquiry, this gateway remains a piece of evidence in favour 
of the views I am advocating, which cannot be negatived, 
and which in itself goes very far to settle the question at issue. 


* De Vogiid, in his great work 
entitled «Le Temple de Jerusalem,’ 
p. 64 et seq., argues that this gateway 
is a Christian Byzantine building of 
the 5th or 6th century. I think he 
hardly sufficiently appreciates the 
rapid progression of style belonging 
to local position and quasi-secular 
purpose, and makes it consequently a 
century too modern. As far as my 
argument is concerned, this is not of 
the least consequence. In making 
this admission, he grants all I could 
ask him to concede. The Christians 
in this age did not build, or attempt 
to rebuild, the “accursed Temple ” of 
the Jews ; and this gateway, if built 


by them, certainly led to one of their 
churches, and, if so, there is an end to 
all further argument till some new 
reason for the existence of the gate- 
way is suggested. 

It may also be added that De Vogiie 
insists strongly on the existence of the 
Christian monogram on the archi- 
trave blocks above the capitals, though 
it is partially obliterated. My own 
observations entirely agree with this, 
though the cross is so nearly cut away 
that it would hardly do to found any 
argument upon it ; and fortunately it 
is not needed, the architecture being 
in itself quite sufficient to fix the age 
of the Gateway. 
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No remains now exist of the basilica to which the Golden 
Gateway led. Some of the pillars which once adorned it are 
no doubt to be found among those forming screens, and 
decorating buildings, in the Haram area or elsewhere; and 
some portions of its cornice are used as stringcourses in 
the facade of the present Church of the Holy Sepulchre, 
but nothing remains in situ. 

One circumstance, however, may be mentioned as bearing 
on the site of the Golden Gateway. In describing the 
basilica, Eusebius* speaks of the side aisles, “as well those 
under ground as those above ground” — meaning evidently 
thereby that the upper galleries were approached on the 
level from the outside like those of the nearly contemporary 
churches of S. Lorenzo and Sta. Agnese at Rome. 

This fact is interesting here, as it accounts for the position 
of the Golden Gateway some fifteen feet below the general 
level of the Haram area — a circumstance which it would 
not be easy to account for without reference to this fact, but 
which is just one of those numerous confirmations that are 
sure to spring up when the investigation is on the right 
track. But the great fact, which no one seems able or 
inclined to dispute, is that the Golden Gateway is a Christian 
building erected before the time of Justinian. If so, what 
is it? If any one can supply a satisfactory answer to this 
question, it will materially aid a fast declining cause ; until 
it is supplied, the argument halts. 


* Vita Constantini, L iii. 27. 
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When from these buildings we turn to the Mosque el 
Aksah, which is the third on our list, we find ourselves 
in a new world altogether. With the exception of two 
or three capitals borrowed from the church of Justinian 
after its destruction, and fitting most awkwardly to their 
places, there is not a classical feature about the place : 
no entablature running from pillar to pillar, or along the 


£No. 15.] View in the Mosque el Aksah at Jerusalem. From a drawing by Arundale. 
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walls ; no round constructive arches anywhere ; nothing in 
plan or detail to recall the features of Pagan Rome. On 
the contrary, the piers are as widely spaced as in the late 
Gothic buildings; the arches all pointed; and the whole 
arrangement of that light, airy nature which is so charac- 
teristic of the Saracenic style in Europe and Western Asia. 
Whoever built it, of this fact at least we may feel certain : 
that two or three centuries at least elapsed between the 
erection of the Dome of the Rock and the Aksah, and 
that the latter is the more modern. It would be as reason- 
able to assert that the naves of Rochester and Canterbury 
— as we now find them — were erected by the same archi- 
tect, in the same age, as to ascribe these two buildings to 
one time. 

At the same time, the evidence both architectural and 
historical is amply sufficient to prove that the Aksah was 
built by Abd el Malek ibn Merwan, and finished in the 
year 72 Hejira, a.d. 791. The evidence is so clear and 
distinct on this point that it would never have been called 
in question but for a strange error which has crept into 
the controversy. Richardson, in his Travels (a.d. 1814), 
suggested it might be Justinian’s church as described by 
Procopius, and the error has been propagated industriously, 
and will probably continue to be so. The following reasons, 
among many, may suffice to dispel the illusion. 

The Aksah certainly stands on the site of the Jewish 
Temple. Now, we know that spot to have been held 
accursed by the Christians, from the time of Julian’s attempt 
to rebuild it, till the time at least of Eutychius in the 9th 
century,* “ because ” — as he expresses it — “ our Lord had 

* Eutychii Ann., vol. ii. p. 284. 
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said in the Holy Gospel, ‘ Behold your house shall be left unto 
you desolate ; ’ and again, * There shall not be left one stone 
upon another that shall not be cast down and laid waste.’ ” 
We consequently feel certain that Justinian did not build 
his Mary Church within its accursed precincts. 

The great difficulty which Justinian experienced in building 
his church, and the wonder of it when accomplished, was — 
according to Procopius — the vaulted substructure which he 
was obliged to erect in order to get a level place on which 
to build his superstructure. Now the substructures of the 
Aksah, in so far as they are of masonry, are of Herod’s time, 
and not erected by Justinian at all. But the greater part 
of the building rests on the rock, which crops up to the 
surface in some places within it, and in others is only a few 
feet below the floor. 

There is no apse to the plan, and neither the details nor 
the ordinance of the Aksah are those of Justinian’s other 
buildings — nor, indeed, those of a Christian church, though 
not unlike those of the mosque at Cordova, and other Moslem 
buildings of about that age. It never would have been 
assumed to have been built for Christian purposes, had 
its arrangements been studied with care, and with the view 
of assigning them their true place in the series. 

In addition to this negative evidence, we have the positive 
and repeated assurance of the Mahometan ' historians, who 
ought to be the best authorities on such a subject, that the 
Aksah was built by Abd el Malek. 

They give its dimensions, and describe its details with a 
minuteness which leaves no doubt as to their meaning. 
Thus Jelal ed deen says, “ There are in the mosque fifteen 
chapels to match the chapel of the Sakrah.” There are just 
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seven spaces on each side of the Aksah, and the chapel 
opposite the Mosque of Omar would complete the number. 



[No. 16.] Plan of the Mosque el Aksah at Jerusalem. Scale 100 ft to 1 In. 


And, again, the same author says, “ The Mosque el Aksah is 
divided into seven compartments (aisles), supported by piers 
and columns, among which forty-five are columns, and 
thirty-three are pillars,”* which is the exact number given 
in Catherwood’s plan, and numerous other details are given 
which leave no mistake as to the building they are 
describing. 

Besides this, we have the direct testimony of the French 

* Jelal ed dcen, translated by Reynolds, p. 191. 
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Bishop Arculfus (a.d. 700), who describes the Saracens 
as having then erected, on the ruins of the Temple , a square 
house of prayer, capable of containing 3000 persons,* but not 
one word about the Dome of . the Bock or any similar 
building. 

Although the evidence is more than sufficient to prove that 
the Aksah is not the church which was built by Justinian, still 
the descriptions of Procopius are so distinct and precise that 
it evidently could not have been distant from this locality, 
and fortunately we have not far to go to find a site answer- 
ing in the most satisfactory manner to every detail of his 
narrative. 

To the eastward of the Temple area there exists a series 
of vaults, of a style long subsequent to the date of those under 
the Aksah, but very similar to what we would expect in the 
time of Justinian, f and are exactly such as are described by 
Procopius. 

If therefore we place Justinian’s church where shown in 
the plan of the Haram area (on the opposite page), every 
exigency of the case is answered, the history and topography 
are perfectly reconciled, and all the arguments which are used 
to prove that the Aksah was Justinian’s church are as applic- 
able to the one close at hand. 

This determination however raises another and most 
important series of questions. 

Why did Justinian build his church in this quarter of the 
town at all. Why erect it “ secus porticum Salomonis,” 
as Antoninus expresses it ? $ 


* Acta Sanctorum Ord. Bened., 
saec. iii. pt. ii. p. 346. 

t Williams’s Holy City, vol. ii., 
p. 375. “A section of these vaults 


is given by Mr. Fergusson, p. 121, 
who also ascribes them to Justinian, 
and is by accident right.” 

X Iter. ch. xxiii. 
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If the Sepulchre and the scenes of the Passion were in the 
town where they are now shown, why did he not erect his 
church where the Sta. Maria Maggiore and Sta. Maria Latina 
now stand, in close proximity to the Sepulchre ? 

Why seek so difficult a site, requiring such substructions, 
when abundance of level ground was available near the 
sacred Christian localities, and far from the accursed Temple 
of the Jews ? 

The only answer, it appears to me, that can be given to 
these questions is — It was because the Dome of the Rock was 
then the Anastasis, and because the Basilica of Constantine 
and the Church of Golgotha were close at hand, that he chose 
this site, and so completed the four churches so frequently 
afterwards enumerated by mediaeval historians. 

There is another little building in the Haram area, 
which it may be worth while to allude to before concluding 
the architectural, argument ; not for any great merit of its 
own, but as showing the worthlessness of the Mahometan 
traditions regarding the origin of the Dome of the Rock. 

To the eastward of that building there is a small duodec- 
agonal edifice, known as the Dome of the Chain. As it has 
a kibleh facing Mecca, it probably was built by the Moslems, 
and their present tradition is that it was built by Abd el 
Malek, as a model, before erecting the Dome of the Rock.* 
Every feature shows it to be more modern; but the most 
striking incident is, that all its pillars and capitals are 
borrowed from some edifice of Justinian’s, which must have 
been destroyed before it was commenced. Whereas, in the 
Dome of the Rock, there is not one capital or detail which 

* During the Crusades it was called the Church of St. James. 
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can be said to have been borrowed from any building of 
that age. The Aksah, and the Dome of the Chain, tell a 
very different tale, being almost wholly made up of fragments 
of Christian edifices, which had been destroyed before they 
were completed, at least in their present form. 

We know, from the testimony of Arculfus, that all the 
four great Christian churches were standing in his day, and 
no complaint made of any destruction or appropriation by 
the Mahometans up to the year 700 at all events. We 
learn the same thing from the narrative of the monk 
Bernhard, ad. 870. From their testimony, therefore, we 
may appreciate the value of the Mahometan tradition as 
to this little edifice. As it is built out of the remains of 
a building of Justinian’s, most probably his Mary Church, 
which stood close by, it could hardly be erected before the 
end of the 9th century. Yet they universally ascribe it to 
Abd el Malek in the 7th, and place its date before that 
of a building which has not a trace of any architecture of 
Justinian’s age in its composition. 

It would be easy to carry this architectural argument to 
a much greater extent than I have ventured to do ; but, 
without more illustrations than could easily be exhibited, 
or without presuming more knowledge, on your part, of the 
architecture of that age, than I have any right to assume, 
I fear I should hardly make myself intelligible. You 
must therefore bear with me when I assert, even if it 
should be a little too dogmatically, the conclusion I have 
arrived at on this subject 

Of late years I have had several times occasion to go over 
this subject when writing the architectural history of that 
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age, without any reference to the buildings at Jerusalem, and 
every time has strengthened my conviction that the Dome 
of the Rock, and the Golden Gateway, are buildings which, 
taking, the widest margin, cannot possibly be dated before 
Diocletian’s time, nor after Justinian’s, and are, in fact, 
transitional specimens of the age of Constantine, exhibiting 
that struggle between the Pagan and Christian styles which 
characterised also the religious history of that age ; — that the 
Aksah is a building of the first century of the Hejira, and 
the Dome of the Chain even more modem. 

If this is so, it seems impossible to escape the conclu- 
sion that the Dome of the Rock is the identical building 
which Constantine erected over the Tomb of Christ, and the 
Golden Gateway the festal entrance to the Basilica, which 
he also erected alongside of it. 

The difficulty cannot be got over by assuming that, 
though built in the 4th century, the Dome of the Rock 
may have been built by some other Christian monarch, and 
for some other purpose. 

In the first place, it is one of the most important and mag- 
nificent buildings in the East, if not the most splendid ; and 
it could not have been smuggled into existence without 
being noticed by one of the numerous writers who speak of 
Jerusalem in that age. 

In the next place, it is the most singular building in the 
whole world ; no other edifice, either Christian or Saracenic, is 
built over a living rock, which occupies the whole of its floor, 
which is, in fact, the cause and object of its building ; and even 
if it could be shown that a hundred or a thousand ordinary 
churches were erected in Palestine at that age, this conse- 
quently would still have been the most remarkable. 
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Lastly — neither Arculfus nor any historian mentions this 
building, unless they describe it as the Church of the 
Sepulchre. 

We thus come back to the same point ; and if it can be 
shown that it was built in or about the 4th century, the con- 
clusion seems inevitable that it must be the original church 
of Constantine. 


Part III. 

HISTORY. 

In order fully to appreciate the cogency of the architectural 
argument just enunciated, two things are needful : first, 
that you should be fully impressed with the truth of the 
proposition that style is sufficient in itself to settle such a 
question as this ; and, secondly, you ought to be sufficiently 
familiar with the details of the buildings under discussion, 
and with the progress of the particular style in which they are 
erected, to be able to follow the argument regarding them. 

The first, I might perhaps presume upon in such an 
audience as this — and perhaps, also, on the second — were 
the buildings in question Gothic in detail ; and I might, in 
consequence, stop here. But, even then, the argument 
might appear to many of you to lead only to an inexplic- 
able dilemma, unless it could be shown that the historical 
record agreed, generally at least, with the architectural 
facts. Happily, there is no difficulty about this, except that 
the time allotted to me will force me to be brief, and to 
allude only to the more salient points in the story, referring 


Digitized by Cjoogle 



46 


HISTORY. 


Lect. I* 


those who desire more details to the various works I have 
published on the subject. 

The history of the Holy Sepulchre naturally begins with 
Eusebius, who, as the friend and associate of Constantine, 
speaks with the authority of an eye-witness ; and though his 
language is more rhetorical than is desirable, still there is 
nothing in what he says which may not be easily understood 
when the true localities are once ascertained.* 

He first relates how impious men had covered up the 
cave with earth, and erected a temple to Venus on the 
mound so raised. When this was removed, he exclaims, 
" It was astonishing to see the rock standing out erect and 
alone on a level place, and having only one cavern in it, lest, 
had there been many, the miracle of him who overcame 
death should have been obscured.” The cave being found, 
the Emperor commands 4t That a house of prayer should 
be erected round the Saviour’s tomb, on a scale of rich and 
lavish magnificence which may surpass all others in beauty, 
and that the details of the building be such that the finest 
structure in any city of the empire may be excelled by this.” 
Then, lest there should be any mistake about the locality, he 
adds, “ Accordingly, on the very spot which witnessed the 
Saviour’s sufferings, a new Jerusalem was constructed, over 
against the one so celebrated of old. It was opposite the 
city that the Emperor began to rear a monument of the 
Saviour’s victory over death, with rich and lavish magni- 
ficence.” (Woodcut, ante, p. 2.) 

Having completed his description of the church erected 


* The narrative which foUows, and 
the quotations in the text, are taken 
from the 4 Vita Constantini,’ 1. iii., cli. 


25 and 35, and the parallel passages 
in the ‘Theophania’ of the same 
author. 
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over the Sepulchre, he then proceeds to describe the Basilica 
which adjoins it. This was of the usual form, five-aisled, 
and with a circular apse, with an entrance towards the east, 
in front of which was a portal opening on a broad agora or 
place where fairs might be held, or where refreshments or 
relics could be sold to pilgrims. 

If we turn to the buildings I have just been describing,* it 
would be difficult to find words representing them with more 
correctness than those I have just quoted; whereas, if we 
apply those words, or indeed any expression of Eusebius, 
to the present buildings, there is nothing which can be 
made in any way applicable. Its defenders are obliged 
to have recourse to fire and destructions to obtain even a 
negative accordance of the text with the existing buildings, 
but even this will not get over the indication of the locality 
being opposite the old Jerusalem. 

In addition to the direct testimony, we have negative 
evidence almost as conclusive, for it must be borne in mind 
that, at the time when Eusebius wrote, the ruins of the 
old city must have been infinitely more complete and 
distinguishable than at any later period. The walls were 
breached by Titus, but their foundations remained, and (as 
we know from what even now exists) the superstructure 
also, in many places. We also know that at least three 
of its great towers, with the intervening wall, were left by 
Titus, and must have existed in Constantine’s time. 

The public buildings, though in ruins, must all have been 
easily distinguishable, and the ruins of the houses in a stone- 
built town, as Jerusalem always was, must still have encum- 
bered the ground wherever they had stood. 

* The relative position of these buildings is shown in woodcut No. 17, p. 41. 
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If, after all the vicissitudes the city has undergone during 
the last 15 centuries, enough still remains of the old city 
to induce such men as Clarke, Schultz, Robinson, and 
others to assert that the present church is situated in wliat 
was, and always must have been, the middle of the city, 
how much more clear must this have been in the 4th 
century, before any rebuilding had taken place ! 

The men of that day had the Bible in their hands 
as well as we have; and if the site now strikes us as 
improbable, the difficulty must have struck them with ten 
times the force it does us. Assuming the tradition to 
have been lost or imperfect, it seems impossible that Con- 
stantine should have chosen a site so at variance with the 
narrative in the Gospels. Assuming the tradition to be 
perfect, it must have been in accordance with what we read 
in the Bible, and is consequently fatal to the pretensions 
of the present church to represent the locality of the scenes 
of the Passion. 

In the Itinerary of the Bordeaux Pilgrim we have another 
contemporary record of what was then being done at Jeru- 
salem, but unfortunately so indistinct that it is impossible to 
make much of it. Those who adduce his evidence in favour 
of the present building, maintain that the Porta Neapolitana 
is the Damascus Gate, but without any authority for such 
an assumption beyond the fact of Nablous being north of 
Jerusalem. On the other hand, it seems more logical to 
believe that this was the gate of the New Jerusalem just 
alluded to, in which case his testimony is final in favour of 
the views I am now contending for.* 

* Since the above was written, this I publication of an account of the 
question has been set at rest by the • Holy Places by a pilgrim contem- 
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We have no direct authority with regard to the holy 
localities between the time of Constantine and Justinian, 
but it would be difficult to fancy any more direct and con- 
clusive testimony than the fact above mentioned, which no 
one doubts, of the latter Emperor erecting his church “ secus 
porticum Salomonis ; ” not, as I have just pointed out, within 
the limits of the “ accursed Temple” of the Jews, but on the 
only available spot outside it, still remaining unoccupied in 
proximity with the sacred Christian localities. There seems 
to be no doubt but that the vaults to the eastward of the 
Temple area are the substructures which Procopius describes 
as raised by Justinian in order to obtain a level plateau for 
this church. If this be so, I defy any one to suggest a 
reason why Justinian should have erected his building in 
this locality except on my theory. Had the Sepulchre been 
at that time where it now is, his Mary Church would have 
occupied the site of one of the two bearing that name, which 
exist in close proximity to the Crusaders’ Sepulchre. 

In the same age we have a curious piece of circumstantial 
evidence which in any court of law would probably be consi- 
dered final. A traveller, Antoninus Martyr, after describing the 
Holy Places, adds,* “ Near the altar (of the Church of Golgo- 
tha) is a crack or opening (crepatura) where if you place your 
ear you hear the flowing of water ; and if you throw in an 
apple or anything which will swim, and go to Si loam, you 


porary, or nearly so, with the Bor- 
deaux anonymous. According to this 
author, the Porta Neapolitana was 
the gate of the new city, attached 
to the Prfetorium of Pilate ; and 
the churches of Golgotha and the 
Anastasia were close at hand in the 


positions assigned to them in the wood- 
cut, p. 41. The passages referring 
to these objects in the narrative of 
the Bordeaux Pilgrim, as well as this 
anonymous author, aro quoted at 
length in Appendices A and B. 

* Antouiui Marfyris Iter., eh. xix. 
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will find it there.” Now this connexion between the cisterns 
in the Haram area and the fountains of the Virgin and Si- 
loam had long been suspected, but only recently established 
by the explorations of Dr. Barclay and Sig. Pierotti, and 
no such connexion exists between the localities on the oppo- 
site hill and these fountains. This, therefore, is one of 
those pieces of unconscious testimony which are so valuable 
in cases of this sort, where there can be no mistake and 
no motive, and which consequently ought to be considered 
final till some new fact gets rid of their “ damning testi- 
monies.” 

The next great event in the history of the sacred localities 
is the capture of the city by the Persians in 614, and the 
reported destruction of the Christian churches by fire at 
that time. 

This fire has been as useful to the advocates of the present 
localities as that at Wolfs Crag was to Caleb Balderston, 
though it would be easy to show that the damage done by the 
Persian was about equal to that effected by the Scotch con- 
flagration. In the first place, Eutychius,* who is the principal 
authority in this case, expressly says that two only of the 
churches were damaged by fire, “ igne injecto,” the two others 
only plundered. But the great proof is that a simple monk, 
named Modestus, restored the whole to their pristine magni- 
ficence, without means or money, at a time when the city 
was still at the mercy of the Persians, and its wretched 
inhabitants subsisting on the alms of the Egyptian Patriarch. 
And we find no further complaint of the damage done by the 
Persians, either at the Mahometan conquest twenty-three 


* Eutychii Ann., vol. ii. p. 212. 
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years afterwards, or when Arculfus describes the four churches 
as complete and perfect at the end of the same century in 
which the Persian invasion took place. 

The detailed narratives which we possess of the conquest 
of Jerusalem by the Saracens let in a flood of light on the 
matter we have in hand. On the day of the conquest, when 
the hour of prayer arrived, Omar requested to be conducted 
to the Mosque of David, that he might pray there, and the 
Patriarch took him to the Basilica of Constantine, saying, 
“ This is the Temple of David.” An expression he could not 
have used were he speaking of buildings in the town, or the 
present Sepulchre, but is not unnatural in referring to a 
church so near the Temple as this was, supposing me to be 
right in the localities I have pointed out. But Omar replied, 
" Thou liest ; this is not the place described to me by the 
Prophet of God;” and refused to pray there.* He then 
proceeded to the Gate of Mohammed, t a perfectly well- 
known locality south of the Jews’ Wailing-place, which 
was then, as it is now, blocked up nearly to the lintel. 
Here, creeping in on his hands and knees, he came at 
last to a place where he could stand up, and exclaimed, 
“ God is great ! By Him who holds my soul in his hands, 
this is the Temple of David.” 

If we compare the discovery of an underground Sakhra with 
Eusebius’s description of the rock, “ standing erect and alone 
in a level space,” we at once see how different the two things 
are. The position of Omar’s Bock is clearly marked out by 
that of the Gate of Mohammed, and by other circumstances 
in the narrative which prove incontestably that it was within 

* Eutyckii Ann., ii. p. 284. Jelal ed deen, p. 174 et seq. Fundgruben des 
Orients, v. p. 160. f See woodcuts, pp. 19 and 41. 
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the substructures of the Temple. The only doubt that seems 
possible is whether it was under the Holy of Holies, or under 
the Altar of the Jews. My impression is that the latter is 
indicated, though this can only be determined by future 
researches. 

What Omar built at Jerusalem was either the little mosque 
overhanging the southern wall (woodcut No. 16), which still 
bears his name, or a similar oratory, a little to the west of 
this, which Abd el Malek afterwards incorporated in the 
Aksah. The erection of the last-named building, between 
the years 685 and 691, is described in all the minutest 
details by the various Mahometan historians of that age, 
but their writings do not contain one single word which can 
be considered as descriptive of the Dome of the Eock. 

The last author to whom time will admit of my alluding 
here is Arculfus, the French Bishop, who visited Jerusalem 
in the end of the seventh century, and described the Holy 
Places with a minuteness of detail surpassing all other authors 
of that epoch. 

He not only describes the four churches of the Christians, 
but gives a plan, a “ vile figuration ” as he modestly calls it, 
which, if taken in conjunction with his text, enables us to 
understand clearly what he means, and to prove incontestably 
that he was not speaking of one church containing all the 
localities under one roof as we now find them.* 

First, he describes the Anastasis, or Round Church, 
containing the Sepulchre. Secondly, the Square Church of 
St. Mary. Third, another very large church on the east of 
the Sepulchre (“ pergrandis ecclesia orientem versus”), called 


* Acta Sanct. Ord. Boned., saec. iii. p. 484 et seq. 
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the Church of Golgotha. Fourth, the Basilica, or Martyrium, 
constructed by Constantine with great magnificence. 

Between the Sepulchre and the Church of Golgotha was a 
large place, the dimensions of which we get from Antoninus, 
who says it measured 400 feet.* And in this, it is added by 
Arculfus, was the place where Abraham erected his altar for 
the purpose of slaying his son Isaac, a locality always, 
before the Crusades, connected with the vicinity of the 
Temple, and never supposed to have occurred in the town. 
If you compare this description with the localities as laid 
down on the diagram (woodcut No. 17, p. 41), every word is 
intelligible and accurate. If you attempt to apply it to the 
present localities in the town, not one syllable is either 
accurate or applicable. 

Of course this is not all, and no doubt there are other 
paragraphs in the authors just quoted which may be assumed 
to have a different meaning, and some which are so general 
that they will apply to any church or building in the world ; 
but as time will not admit of my quoting or explaining these, 
you must allow me to say that I have read every mediaeval 
historian I could obtain a reference to, bearing on the subject. 
Not being an Arabic scholar, my studies in that direction have 
been confined to such writers as have been translated into the 
various European languages, but they are tolerably numerous, 
and are the most important. Beyond this, however, I may 
mention that Sir H. Rawlinson kindly placed his valuable 
library of Oriental MSS. at my disposal, and I employed a 
competent scholar to abstract and translate all those passages 
bearing on the subject. 

Bear with me therefore when I state broadly that the 
* A lit. Mart. Iter., oh. xix. 
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result of all this reading has been that I can honestly assert 
that, in so far as I am capable of giving an opinion on such a 
subject, the above is a fair abstract of the historical aspect of 
the subject, and that it fully bears out and confirms in every 
respect the conclusions derived from the architecture of the 
buildings in question. 

Even if I might be permitted to assume that all this 
appears as clear and as conclusive to you as it does to me, I 
am aware of one objection which will arise in most of your 
minds, and which to many will seem an almost insuperable 
difficulty. You would like to ask me — You assert that Con- 
stantine built the Dome of the Eock over what he believed 
to be the Sepulchre of Christ, and it continued to be con- 
sidered as such for at least five centuries : if this be so, how 
is it possible that the present church has been believed to 
contain the real tomb for the last eight centuries ? How, 
in short, — when, and in what circumstances, did the trans- 
ference take place ? And how is it possible that no record 
of such a transaction can be adduced ? 

Before answering these questions I should like to condemn 
those who ask them to a month’s reading of the ‘ Legenda 
Aurea,’ or any other collection of monkish legends. If they did 
not go mad in the process, as many have in modem times, they 
would rise from the perusal with a distinct idea how utterly 
dark and benighted these ages were, and prepared to admit 
anything, however monstrous and incredible it may appear 
when judged by the light of the 19th century. To take one 
of the most notable instances. There are those among us 
who still believe that the Santa Casa was carried by angels 
from Nazareth to Loretto, but they are few ; and probably 
all those I am now addressing look upon it as a monkish 
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legend, though the evidence, judged by itself, is complete 
and irrecusable. Those who believe in its transference from 
Palestine to Italy can have no difficulty in believing that the 
Sepulchre may have been transferred from one hill to the 
other. Those who refuse their adhesion to the miracle of 
the Santa Casa ought to have no difficulty in believing that 
those who fabricated the evidence in favour of the one trans- 
ference were as capable of suppressing the evidence that 
explained the other, more especially as the Italian transfer- 
ence, if it took place, was in fact a miracle of the most 
pretentious kind, — the Jerusalem transference a mere matter 
of every-day business. 

In so far as the evidence at our disposal enables us to form 
an opinion, the transference seems to have taken place 
somewhat in the following manner. 

Two or three centuries after the capture of the city the 
Saracens had increased in power relatively to the Christians, 
while the capitulation of Omar had fallen into desuetude, and 
the Moslems then cast longing eyes on the Dome of the 
Rock ; either because they were offended that the Christians 
should possess a more splendid building than themselves in 
the immediate proximity of and in front of their Aksah, or it 
may have been that they coveted the custody of the Tomb of 
Christ, whom they look upon as the greatest of Prophets next 
after Mahomet. 

Whether it was from envy or desire that they coveted the 
possession of this building, this at least is certain, that 
difficulties about the Holy Sepulchre arose as early as the 
time of Charlemagne, and, at all events, that in the be- 
ginning of the 11th century the Chalif El Hakim drove 
the Christians not only from their Sepulchre but from 
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their city, destroyed their churches, and persecuted them 
with a savageness that led to the reaction of the Crusades.* 

When in the middle of the 11th century the Christians 
timidly crept back to J erusalem, what did they do ? What, 
indeed, ought they to have done? but build themselves a 
church in their own quarter of the town, and build it in 
such a form as was suitable for the performance of the 
Easter rites. 

There was no fraud in this, nor attempt even to deceive. 
Every important town in Europe in that age had its San 
Sepolcro, mostly circular in imitation of that at Jerusalem, 
and devoted to the same purpose. Every parish church 
had its Sepulchre, in which at Easter they simulated that 
the body of Christ was laid ; not to deceive, but to excite 
devotional feelings by representing the presence of the 
Divinity. 

All this was more necessary and more natural at Jeru- 
salem than elsewhere, and was accordingly carried out more 
effectively. 

In the 19th century we should have called for records and 
documents, and insisted on proofs of authenticity. In the 
11th century their faith was simple and unquestioning. To 
men who could neither read nor write, and who knew as little of 
Jerusalem before they went there, as we know of Timbuctoo, 
one sepulchre in Jerusalem was as good as another, and 
equally excited their feelings of sorrowful devotion. They 
believed whatever their priests told them ; and after a 
century of possession, it is by no means clear that the 


* When I first wrote on this subject 
the balance of evidence appeared in 
favour of the 11th century as the date 
of the appropriation of the sacred 


Christian localities by the Moslems. 
Subsequent research and reflection 
induce me to fancy that possibly it 
i may have been earlier. 


Digitized by Google 



Feb. 18G2. 


HISTOKY. 


57 


priests themselves may not have come to believe, as they 
do now, that the localities they now point out really witnessed 
the scenes of the Passion. 

To any one at all familiar with the literature of those dark 
ages all this must appear so usual and so natural that it can 
hardly prove a difficulty; but we are so apt to apply the 
science of our own age to that epoch when a wholly different 
state of affairs existed, that it is not every one who can realize 
how deep the darkness of that night of intellect really 
was, and how strange to our conception the things then 
done. 

The exact epoch when the transference took place is more 
difficult to fix than the mode, but fortunately it is of infi- 
nitely less consequence. To take a familiar illustration. 
Suppose in 1850 you found a certain Mr. Smith carrying 
on business and living over his shop in Oxford Street, and 
in 1860 found the same person settled for like purposes in 
the Strand, you would feel certain that between those dates 
a transference had taken place. Whether in consequence 
of a bankruptcy, or because prosperity had rendered his 
former premises too small ; whether it was in 1851 or 1852, 
or any other year, are matters that may be settled hereafter, 
and do not affect the real question at issue. 

So in the present instance we may feel certain that, from 
the time of Constantine to that of Charlemagne, the Dome of 
the Rock was considered as the tomb of Christ. From the 
time of the Crusades, and for some years before then, the 
church in the town has been supposed to contain the sacred 
spot; and if this be so, a transference certainly took place 
between these epochs. 

From the correspondence about the keys of the Sepulchre 
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between Charlemagne and Haroun al Eashid, we know that 
difficulties had already arisen at that date ; but whether 
the transference took place then or at the time of El Hakim, 
may be reserved for future investigation. The fact is all 
that it is important here to contend for, and that seems in- 
disputable. 

I have reserved to the last the question which is the most 
important of all, and which indeed is the only thing that ren- 
ders the controversy worthy of the attention of learned men, 
or which justifies me in bringing it before you this evening. 
It is this — How far do the localities I have been pointing out 
agree with the narratives of the Evangelists in describing the 
circumstances of the Passion ? 

I have already pointed out to you that many earnest and 
learned men, both Catholics and Protestants, have gone to 
Jerusalem with the Bible in their hands, and have been forced 
to admit that the localities at present pointed out do not 
agree in any particular with the sacred narrative ; but most of 
them, when asked to point out where they consider the event 
to have taken place, have been forced to confess, like Dr. 
Eobinson, that probably the Tomb of Christ must for ever 
remain unknown. 

Against this melancholy negative it may be boldly asserted 
that the localities now pointed out do agree in all essential 
particulars with the Bible narrative. In order, however, to 
understand this, it is necessary to explain that the wall which 
now bounds the Haram area on its eastern side was built by 
Herod Agrippa twelve years after the Crucifixion.* Before 
that time the area was open, and lay outside the town. 

* Josephus, B. J. v. iv. 2. 
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The Tunis Antonia, I believe, all admit was the Prsetorium, 
or residence of the Roman Governor. And no one doubts 
that it stood at the north-west angle of the Temple, near 
where the Mekhmeh now stands. Christ was led from this 
“ towards the country,” to a spot called Golgotha,* on the 
brow of Kedron, there crucified, and buried in a rock-cut 
sepulchre nigh at hand, in a place where from several 
incidental circumstances we know that tombs certainly 
existed.t If you adopt the views I have been endeavouring 
to lay before you, there is not one circumstance of the 
Bible narrative which is not clear and natural. If you 
try to reconcile the localities now pointed out with the 
books of the Evangelists, you are met with improbabilities, 
not to say impossibilities, which no one has been able yet to 
explain away, and which have induced many who wished to 
believe to reject the tradition in toto, and to believe that 
there is now no hope of ever reconciling the traditional topo- 
graphy of Jerusalem with the events of the Bible narrative. 

For the first time an opportunity of doing this is afforded 
by the views I have been explaining to you. If they are 
adopted, all is clear, and you may walk round the city with 
the implicit conviction that at last you know, within a few 
feet at least, the localities where the events of the Passion 
took place. 

If all this is so clear as here stated, it may well be asked 


* There seems to be nothing in the 

Bible to lead us to suppose that Gol- 
gotha was a hill, or even elevated 
spot. The ** Monticulus Golgotha” 
seems purely a creation of the medi- 
eval authorities, and might conse- 
quently be urged as an argument 
against the little shrine in the present 


church, if it had not been discovered 
that that is built up of loose boul- 
ders, some of which at least are of 
granite! So that its being a sham 
prevents its being used as an argu- 
ment against itself. 

t Josephus, B. J. v. vii. 3. Eze- 
kiel xliii. 8, 9. Nehemiah iii. 16. 
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how comes it that no competent and impartial person has 
taken the trouble to go into the question during the last four- 
teen years, and give a clear judgment on the subject either 
for or against ? Is it that new truths, like new wine, are so 
distasteful that they are unfit for use till they have ripened in 
darkness for years ? or is it that men do not feel any real 
interest in the subject ? It may very well be argued that our 
faith is so strong that it does not require any local or topo- 
graphical support. But is this wise, and does it apply to all ? 
Would it not be well that all could feel that even in the 
minutest particulars the narrative of the Evangelists could be 
shown to be now capable of proof? Would it not be well that 
even the smallest vantage-ground should be taken from the 
assailants ? 

Whatever others may think, I feel strongly that the ques- 
tion is worthy of the earnest attention of the best class of minds ; 
and I feel confident that whenever competent and impartial 
men seriously turn their attention to the investigation of the 
data I have so imperfectly laid before you, they must arrive 
at the same conclusion as I have done, which is — that the 
building at Jerusalem popularly known as the Mosque of 
Omar is the identical building which Constantine erected 
over what he believed to be the Sepulchre of Christ. 
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DELIVERED ON THE 3rd OP MARCH, 1865. 


Part I. 

INTRODUCTORY. 


Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Three years ago I had the honour of laying before 
you, from this place, certain views respecting the topo- 
graphy of Jerusalem, and the site of the Holy Sepulchre 
in that city. 

The arguments I then brought forward must have been 
so new to most of you that I fear you can hardly have 
followed them sufficiently in the short space of time allotted 
to a lecture to be able to form a deliberate judgment on 
the matter then submitted to you. I have, of course, no 
means of knowing what impression the reasoning then 
adduced made on your minds. But this I do know, that, 
even if not conclusive in favour of the sites I then pointed 
out, no refutation of my views has since that time been 
put forward. There has, it is true, been a great blowing 
of trumpets and of penny whistles — a good deal of anony- 
mous misrepresentation, and skirmishing with the outposts 
of the argument. Several feints have been made to dis- 
tract attention from the real points at issue. But it cannot 
be ascertained whether the citadel is really impregnable 
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or not till it is fairly and openly attacked, and this has 
not yet been done, nor does any one seem inclined to 
undertake the task of besieging it. In the mean while, 
however, there was one argument which was currently used 
everywhere, and which answered almost every purpose 
nearly as well as a regular refutatiop. Whenever any 
one, who was supposed to be an authority on the question, 
was asked what he thought of my views, it was easy to 
answer — “ What can Mr. Fergusson know about the matter? 
He has never been at Jerusalem!” It was wonderful how 
much trouble such an answer saved, and how conclusive it 
was considered. It was in vain that I contended then, and 
repeat now, that going to Jerusalem had nothing whatever 
to do with the question, — that all the data for forming an 
opinion were available in this country; in fact, that it 
was fairer and better that I should not go, because while 
I stayed away I placed every one on the same level with 
myself; every fact, every scrap of information on which I 
had based my conclusions was as available to every one who 
chose to look into the question as it had been to myself. 
I could pretend to no exclusive information or advantage, 
and consequently the refutation, if it was to come, must 
have been final and conclusive, and would have left me 
no loophole to escape. Be this as it may, even that 
answer is now unavailing. I have been to Jerusalem. I 
have examined the disputed sites personally, and I have 
come back hardly a wiser, even if a sadder, man. In other 
words, I have seen nothing on the spot to induce me to 
alter, in any essential respect, the views I had the honour 
of submitting to you on the former occasion, but a great 
deal to confirm them. If, consequently, I followed my own 
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inclination, I would repeat to you almost in the same words 
the lecture I delivered here on the 21st February, 1862. I 
will, however, spare you the infliction, and on the present 
occasion I propose to take the argument backwards. I will 
ask you to dismiss from your minds all the architectural 
question on which I mainly insisted when I last addressed 
you, and to follow me while I describe the appearance and 
dimensions of the successive Temples of the Jews. If I can 
convince you that the rock, which is situated in the centre of 
the building popularly known as the Mosque of Omar, is, and 
always was, known to be outside the Temple area, you will 
be forced to admit that that building was not erected by 
the Moslems — the only reason ever advanced by any one for 
assigning it to them being that on that rock stood the Holy 
of Holies, or the Altar of the J ews. If it was not built by 
the Moslems, it was by the Christians; and if by them, 
it could be no other than the church which Constantine 
erected over what he believed to be the cave in which 
the body of our Lord was laid, as I explained when I 
last addressed you. The architecture is of his age, and 
neither he, nor any other Christian, ever built a church 
in Jerusalem, or anywhere else — the whole floor of which 
was occupied by a great rock with a cave in it — but that 
which Eusebius describes as the one erected by that 
Emperor. 

I have chosen this line of argument because I believe 
that few of you have realized either the dimensions or 
the form of the Jewish Temple. Still that building is so 
frequently before your thoughts, and its pame so frequently 
passes your lips, that I hope to interest you while I detail 
its dimensions, which I believe I can do with absolute 
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certainty, and describe its Appearance, which I fancy I 
can also do with proximate correctness. 

Before, however, proceeding to this branch of the subject, 
allow me to recapitulate as briefly as I can what I said on 
the last occasion. It seems desirable that I should do so, 
because many are present here to-night who did not hear 
what was then said, and some of those then present may 
perhaps have forgotten some of the arguments then put 
forward. 

On that occasion I commenced by calling your attention 
to the fact that the present Church of the Holy Sepulchre is 
situated in the middle of the town, and that its locality was 
altogether so much at variance with the incidents of the 
Passion as recorded by the Evangelists that many pious 
and learned men had denied that it could possibly contain 
the tomb in which the Saviour was laid, notwithstanding the 
traditions which cling to it, and their inability to suggest 
any alternative. 

I then explained how my attention had first been directed 
to the building popularly known as the Mosque of Omar. 
First, because it certainly was not a mosque, though so 
called, because it had no kibleh ; but, on the contrary, its 
principal entrance was towards Mecca. Secondly, because, 
though architecturally a tomb in all its essential elements, 
there was no tradition of any one having been buried in 
it; and it was so splendid a monument, and of so recent 
a date, that it seemed impossible the tradition could have 
been so completely lost. 

I then narrated to you how I obtained access to Mr. 
Catherwood’s drawings of the interior of the building, and 
how the mystery was at once solved by the discovery that 
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the architecture of the building was of the age of Con- 
stantine ; and then, looking at the form of the building, the 
rock and its cave, and all the circumstances of the case, 
it appeared to me, as clear as the light of the sun at 
noonday, that it could not be anything else than the church 
which Constantine erected over what he believed to be the 
Holy Sepulchre. 

* A good deal of wliat I said on that occasion was devoted 
to explaining the cogency of the architectural evidence so 
adduced. If the case had been Gothic it would have been 
final, no one would have disputed it ; but because the archi- 
tecture of the 4th century had not been generally investi- 
gated with the same care, it was necessary to explain it more 
in detail. 

I next showed that the Golden Gateway was a festal 
portal of the same age as the Dome of the Rock, and could 
not be anything but the gateway leading to the Court of 
Constantine’s Basilica, as described by Eusebius, and then 
that the Mosque el Aksah was a Saracenic building of the end 
of the 7th century, and so much more modern in style, and 
so different in every respect from the other two, as to prove 
that they could not have been erected in the same age or 
for the same purposes, but that the two former must, at 
least, be some centuries earlier in date. 

I then proceeded to explain the historical argument, 
which, so far as I could understand it, entirely confirmed 
the conclusions arrived at from the architectural evidence ; 
but as I shall have to go over the ground again to-night, 
it is needless to say more about it now. 

And, lastly, I pointed out to you how completely the 
localities now assigned to the events of the Passion accorded 
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with the Scripture narrative, and how impossible it had 
been found by others to reconcile the localities pointed to 
in Jerusalem with the facts as narrated in the Bible. 


The question which I feel sure you must now wish to 
address to me is — “How far did your personal experience 
at Jerusalem confirm or alter these views ?” The answer 
is contained in the assertion I made when I last had the 
honour of addressing you. It is, that the materials avail- 
able in this country are ample for determining a question 
of this sort Catherwood’s plans, Arundale’s drawings, the 
numerous photographs, and, I may now add, De Yogud’s 
beautiful illustrations, since published, afford all the infor- 
mation required, and nothing that is new and important is 
to be learned on the spot. 

The one thing I was least prepared for was the extreme 
beauty of the interior of the building. I remember per- 
fectly the effect of the Taj Mahal, and the other great 
Imperial tombs of Agra and Delhi, and I am tolerably 
familiar with most of the tombs and tomb-like buildings 
in other countries. But so far as my knowledge extends, 
the Dome of the Rock surpasses them all. The architect 
seems perfectly to have realised the instructions of Con- 
stantine when he desired that “this church should surpass 
all others in beauty, and that the details of the building 
may be such that the finest structure in any city of the 
Empire may be excelled by this.” There is an elegance 
of proportion and an appropriateness of detail which does 
not exist to the same extent in any other building I am 
acquainted with. Its mosaics are complete and beautiful 
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in design, and its painted glass, though comparatively 
modern (16th century), is more beautiful than any in this 
country. These, combined with the mystery of the Great 
Rock, occupying the whole floor of the sanctuary, make 
up a whole, so far as I know, unrivalled in this world. 
If the Mahometans ever achieved anything as beautiful 
in any age or any country, the memory of it has passed 
away. If ever they built anything resembling it, the 
record of it is gone. 

On the present occasion I had purposely gone to Jerusalem 
via Constantinople. I spent ten days in that city studying 
the buildings of Theodosius and Justinian, and of subsequent 
ages, for, unfortunately, not one vestige exists there that can be 
ascribed to the age of Constantine. Within three weeks from 
the time when I had stood under the Dome of Sta. Sophia I 
was comparing its architecture with that of the buildings at 
Jerusalem. With my eyes full of the impressions received 
from the buildings at Byzantium, and my memory fresh from 
the study of all the ancient forms of architecture in that 
capital, I was able to bring that experience to bear on the 
buildings to which I have just been alluding. I went thence 
to Cairo, and again cast my eye over what remains of its early 
Saracenic buildings. The result of all this investigation was 
that I could not trace one vestige in the architecture of the 
Dome of the Rock of the style of Justinian’s age or of any- 
thing that followed it. On the contrary, everything I saw at 
Constantinople, or at Cairo, or in Palestine, served only to 
confirm me more and more in the impression I previously 
expressed, that the building commonly known as the Mosque 
of Omar was erected in the 4th century of our era, and 
could not have been erected either before or after that epoch. 

f 2 
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At the same time the impression it left on my mind was that 
it worthily represented the last dying effort of the gorgeous 
but formal style of Pagan Rome, and realized the first effort 
of that Christian freedom and grace which afterwards culmi- 
nated in our cathedrals. 

There was one point, however, on which I hoped my 
journey to Jerusalem might enable me to throw some new 
light, but in this I was disappointed. De Vogue, in one of 
his plates of the Dome of the Rock, has drawn a cross on the 
abacus of one of the capitals of the pillars of the building. 

I felt convinced there must 
be more. On examination, 
however, I found that the 
knobs where they should 
have been had all either 
been chiselled off or plas- 
tered over. Personally, I 
feel certain they once were 
there, but I cannot ask 
others to be content with 
such negative evidence, 
and, indeed, in so far as 
any argument is concerned, 
one is as good as a hundred. 
No Christian buildings had 
been destroyed before* this 
one is said to have been 
built, from which it could 

[No. 18.1 Capital in Dome of Rock. From 

DeVogtte. have been taken as sug- 

gested; and if it had, the Moslems certainly would have 
taken a hammer and knocked off the hated symbol before 
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putting it up, though they may negligently have allowed 
it to remain when once there.* 

This, however, was not the worst of the case. As I 
explained to you before, when the earliest Christian 
architects were trying to get rid of the inconvenient and 
hampering entablature of the Romans, they first threw 
away the architrave, and used only a block to represent 
it over each pillar. This block {Dcmert, the French call it) 
is almost universal in all the churches erected between the 
ages of Constantine and Justinian. It is not found before 
the first; it is very rare after the time of the last-named 
Emperor. But what is more to our purpose is this, — that 
during this epoch there is hardly an instance, when the 
block is used, where it is not adorned with the Labarum 
or Christian monogram (vide ante, woodcut No. 8, p. 22). 
De Yogud is convinced that this emblem existed on the 
architrave blocks of the Golden Gateway, though partially 
obliterated, and I am convinced he is correct in this asser- 
tion.! Now all the pillars in the aisle at Jerusalem have 
this block, and I felt convinced that, if carefully examined, 
I should find the cross within the circle on each of their 
faces. I expected to find it chiselled off, but at Sta. 
Sophia, where all those within reach have been so treated, 


* De Vogue represents the capital 
in plate xx. of his beautiful work, and 
in p. 67 of his text ho gives a curious 
cut of one of the capitals in the 
Basilica at Bethlehem, which he 
adduces as an example of the style 
of the age of Constantine. No one 1 
can look at the two drawings with- ! 
out seeing that the capitals belong I 
to the same age, and possess the ' 


cross in similar position. If both are 
in situ, this settles the question. 
De Vogiid, however, insinuates that, 
though the Bethlehem capital is, that 
at Jerusalem is not. My inspection 
leads me to the opposite conclusion 
in so far as the last-named example 
is concerned. 

t Vide ante, foot-note, p. 34. 
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it is easy to detect the former existence of the Labarum 
by the roughness of the surface which still shows its outline. 

To my dismay I found that every architrave block had 
been covered up on all its four sides with slabs of marble, and 
not one had fallen away. The very presence of this elaborate 
mode of concealing it convinced me that the Labarum is 
there, but I cannot ask you to listen to such an argument. 

Time will only admit of my alluding to one other point. 
Before I went to Jerusalem my attention had been called to 
an inscription in Cufic characters which runs round the whole 
of the interior of the building as a frieze, and which was sup- 
posed to be fatal to my views — for this reason : one short 
paragraph in it is said to contain the name and date of the 
builder. The date is 72 Hejira (a.d. 691) ; the name is A1 
Mamoun (a.d. 813-833). De Vogue says the name is a 
forgery. It may as well be the date. At all events it is 
quite certain that this part of the inscription has been altered 
and falsified at some time or other, and consequently no 
argument can be based upon it. It may be the date or the 
name, but in either case it is only a mosaic inscription which 
may be of any date, and inscriptions have lied before now.* 
But the curious part of the business is, that the whole of the 
rest of the inscription refers to “ Jesus the son of Maria,” and 
to Him only, and His name is mentioned four times over in 
the inscription. Not one word about David or Solomon, nor 
of Mahomet, whom they now fable ascended from this rock on 
his night journey to heaven. If they believed that the rock 
was the site of the Temple or the Altar of the Jews, it seems 
impossible that allusion to that circumstance should be 

* The inscription, as translated by De Vogue, Temple de Jerusalem, p. 85, 
is given in Appendix C. 
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omitted. If they did not know that Christ was buried there, 
why should they take such pains to proclaim His mission on 
the walls ? It might be suggested that it was because Jesus 
had prayed in the Temple ; but even this, if probable in itself, 
will not hold good, because the place where Jesus prayed in 
the Temple is pointed out to this day, and according to 
Mahometan tradition was always pointed out, in the Mosque 
el Aksah to the west of the pulpit. 

My conviction is that, whenever this inscription was put 
there, or by whomsoever it was compiled, its authors knew 
perfectly well that the building in which it was placed was 
one which ha 1 been erected in honour of Christ, and they 
meant to proclaim that fact to their co-religionists. By 
quoting the paragraphs from the Koran, they established 
their title to its possession as against the Christians. Though 
subsequently another tradition has attached itself to the 
building, yet when that inscription was placed there it 
was known to be the Sepulchre of Christ.* 

Another curious question arises with regard to this inscrip- 
tion. The Dome of the Rock, or Templum Domini, was 
used as the patriarchal church of Jerusalem during the 
whole of the Latin Empire, and considered as sacred, or more 
so, than the Sepulchrum Domini, or present Church of the 
Holy Sepulchre. The Crusaders probably were bad Arabic 
scholars, but many of the inhabitants of Jerusalem could 
read it correctly. Now, is it likely that they would have 


* A curious instance of the respect 
in which the Mahometans, after the 
crusades, held the Christian localities, 
occurs in the travels of Riooldus de 
Monte C rue is, who visited Jerusalem 
about the end of the 13th century. 


Describing the Valley of Jehosha- 
phat, he adds — M Inde intravimus in 
sepulchrum pulcherrimum Virginis 
quod Saracen i cum multis luminari- 
bus, et magna reverentia custodiunt.” 
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allowed such an inscription — about the most prominent orna- 
ment of the building — to exist in the writing of the hated 
infidel, and containing an absolute denial of the divinity 
of Christ, of His being the Son of God, or of the possi- 
bility of a Trinity — “ Praise be to God ; He has no Son ; ” 
"He does not share the empire of the universe;” "Jesus 
is the son of Mary, sent by God and His word” "Do 
not say there is a Trinity in God.” "He is one; how 
should He have a Son?” &c. Would the Crusaders have 
allowed such sentiments as these to remain ? 

Notwithstanding the evidence of the Cufic character of the 
writing, I cannot help fancying the whole is of the time of 
Saladin.* But this is a point regarding which others are more 
competent to judge than I am. All I wish to point out here 
is the fact of the great Saracenic inscription of the building 
being wholly devoted to the honour of Jesus the Son of 
Maria. If it does not absolutely prove that those who placed 
it there — whenever that was — knew the original destination 
of the building, it is the most extraordinary coincidence I 
am acquainted with. When we recollect how fervently the 
Moslems reverence the Tombs of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, 
at Hebron, and how sacredly they ]jave guarded the Tomb 


* When Saladin (a.d. 1176) re- 
covered this building from the Cru- 
saders, his first care was to pull down 
the great cross which adorned its 
summit; his next, to dear the rock 
from the marble casing and ornaments 
which the Crusaders had heaped upon 
it. Then after various lustrations 
Mahommed ben Zeky ascended the 
pulpit and preached a sermon prac- 
tically on the texts contained in this 
inscription. 


This oration is found at length 
translated in Michaud, Hist, des Croi- 
sades, vol. ii. p. 485. 

The question is. Was that text se- 
lected because it was already written 
on the walls ; or was it put there in 
consequence of having been used on 
this occasion ? Judging the transac- 
tion by itself, it would appear that 
preaching the sermon and emblazon- 
ing the text are parts of one and the 
same transaction. 
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of St. John at Damascus, and how rigidly they have excluded 
Christians from visiting it, we should not be surprised at 
their desire to possess the Tomb of Christ, whom they look 
upon as only second to Mahomet, nor that they should since 
have prevented his disciples from gaining access to its sacred 
precincts. 

I am not myself competent to give an opinion with regard 
to the age of this Cufic writing, but I am informed by those 
who have the requisite knowledge that such Cufic characters 
were used for sacred or monumental or numismatic purposes 
long after the date of Saladin. 

This I do know, that in the monuments of Delhi we have 
abundance of Cufic writing which very much resembles this, 
and the earliest inscriptions of the Mahometans in India must 
be subsequent to 1206 a.d.* 

The subject is a tempting one, and I would like to point 
out to you some minor peculiarities in the Aksali and Golden 
Gateway, but they are of little importance to the argument ; 
and time warns me to proceed to the second branch of ray 
subject. 


* Since the above was written, the 
publication of the book 4 Do Locis 
Sanctis,’ by Theodericus, edited by 
Dr. Titus Tobler, has throw a new 
light on the subject. He gives in 
detail the Latin inscriptions which 
adorned the walls of the building 
when he visited it, a.d. 1172. 

It seems quite impossible to believe 
that the Latin and Arabic inscriptions 
could exist simultaneously in the same 
building, and the latter must there- 


fore have been added, as suggested 
above, in Saladin’s time. 

The description of the Dome of the 
Rock, as given by this author, is 
printed in Appendix D. His re- 
peated assertion that it was erected 
by Constantine will be remarked, not 
that it is of any real value in itself, 
but as showing that even then the old 
tradition was occasionally coming to 
the surface. 
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Part II. 
THE TEMPLE. 


In approaching the second part of my subject, I must 
again apologise if I appear to offend by being too elementary, 
and telling you what you may have thought you knew as well 
beforehand. You of course have all read your Bibles. But 
reading the Bible is very much like going to Jerusalem. 
Hundreds go there and see nothing, and to see anything with 
profit requires thought and long previous preparation. So it 
is with the architectural portions of the Bible, which, allow 
me to remark before going further, are the only parts on 
which I pretend to offer an independent opinion. Few are 
aware, till they make the attempt, how difficult it is to 
restore a building from a mere verbal description, what 
patience and forbearance it requires to avoid putting diffi- 
culties aside, and to try again and again till all the pieces 
of the puzzle can be fitted into a coijsistent whole. The 
very first building I shall allude to is a remarkable in- 
stance of tills. For in order to understand the Temple, 
it is necessary to begin with the Tabernacle, which was 
the type and model of all that succeeded. 

Most of you are familiar with its form as usually repre- 
sented in our illustrated Bibles and Bible Dictionaries. It 
is represented as an oblong box, square in section, and with 
the curtains thrown over it, as a pall is over a coffin. 
The first objection to this is, that it cannot be made to 
accord with the description in the Book of Exodus; but 
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[No. 10.] South-East View of the Tabernacle, as restored. From Smith’s ‘ Dictionary of the Bible/ 


space 15 feet wide without their sagging in the centre; 
and every drop of rain that fell on the roof must pass 
through, and the more skins or weight you heaped on it the 
worse it would be. But it may be suggested there is no rain 
in these countries. The best information we possess on the 
subject would lead us to believe that the rainfall at Jeru- 
salem is considerably in excess of what it is in this country ; 
and as it all falls in the three winter months, the Tabernacle 
would require more careful protection against rain in that 
country than it would here. We do not know exactly what 
the rainfall in the desert is, but there is no reason to suppose 
it less than 30 inches nowadays, and it probably was more 
3000 years ago.* Notwithstanding these objections, this 
restoration has held its place for more than two centuries. 


* Josephus (iii. 6, 4) mentions the linen vail which was used to protect 
the front against snow. 
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Hundreds of thousands have accepted it without question, and 
hundreds have tried their hands at amending it without 
success. Yet the solution of the riddle seems easy. The 
Tabernacle was a tent ; and like every tent from before the time 
of Moses to the present day, the tent had a ridge. Once this is 
suggested, the whole becomes clear. Every dimension of the 
Tabernacle is a multiple of 5, except the curtains, which were 
14, because they were of course measured along the slope.* 
There were only four pillars in the interior, dividing the 

Holy Place from the Holy 
of Holies, but five in the 
porch, as there must be 
if there was a ridge. In 
fact, the moment you 
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QNo. 20.] Diagram of the Dimensions of the 
Tabernacle in Section. 


protection against the 
weather, all the diffi- 
culties disappear, and every part of the Bible description 
becomes intelligible. The dimensions of the Tabernacle in 
plan are given in such detail in the 26th and 36th chapters of 
the Book of Exodus, and repeated with so little variation by 
Josephus, Ant. iii. 6, that no difficulty has ever arisen with 
regard to them. The Holy of Holies was a cube of 10 
cubits ; the Holy Place, or pronaos, a double cube of the 
same dimensions. The one great mystery has been how 
to make the length of the curtains agree with this plan. 
When put together these measured 40 cubits by 28 for the 
under curtain ; the upper one exceeded these dimensions 


* The ridge of the roof was as nearly as may be a right angle, inasmuch 
as 10 2 +10 2 = 1I.14 2 . 
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by one cubit in length each way, so as to hang beyond it to 
that extent on each side ; and there were eleven breadths in the 
upper curtain instead 
of ten as in the lower, 
so that when put to- 
gether the upper hung 
down 2 cubits at each 
end. As the internal 
dimensions of the build- 
ing were only 30 cubits 
by 10 cubits, unless you 
assume a ridge, the cur- 
tains were immensely </> 
in excess of the dimen- 
sions in plan. 

Time will not ad- 
mit of my going into 
all the details of the re- 
storation ; but as they 


have been published in 
Smith’s ‘ Dictionary of 
the Bible,’* this is of 
little consequence. I 
will only add that H 

* 10 10 3o 40 so 6o fo ts Feet. 

there are 80 many un- C No « 21 ] Plan °f the Outer Court of the Tabernacle. 

expected coincidences in the account in the Pentateuch, that 
it seems to me clear that it must have been written by some 
one who had seen it standing. No one could have worked 
it out in such detail without ocular demonstration of the 
way the parts would fit together. 



* * Dictionary of the Bible,’ vol. iii. p. 1451 et seq. 
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The dimensions of the Court are so clearly specified 
(Exodus xxvii 9 et seq), that fortunately there is no doubt 
about them. It was a double square of 50 cubits. In the 
outer half the altar and the layer were placed, in the inner 
the Tabernacle itself. The whole was thus 100 cubits or 
150 ft. east and west, by 50 cubits or 75 ft. north and 
south. 


TEMPLE OF SOLOMON. 

The great interest in a correct restoration of the Taber- 
nacle for our present purposes arises from the fact that 
it was the model on which the Temple was afterwards 
constructed by Solomon. 

A good deal of speculation has latterly prevailed as to 
whether the Temple was copied from an Egyptian or an 
Assyrian model. The former was in vogue thirty or fifty 
years ago ; but since Layard’s discoveries the latter has been 
the favourite theory. Now that we have got a correct 
restoration of the Tabernacle, we are able to assert that 
the Temple was not copied from either the one or the other. 
According to the Book of Exodus, the plan of the Taber- 
nacle was divinely revealed to Moses, and when it came 
to be superseded by a more permanent structure it was 
copied literally in plan and arrangement, with this singular 
and marked distinction, that in the Temple every dimen- 
sion of the Tabernacle was exactly doubled. Thus : — 

The Holy of Holies in the Tabernacle was a cube of 10 
cubits, in the Temple of 20.* The Holy Place in the Taber- 

* The dimensions of the Taber- iii. 6, 8 ; of the Temple, Ant. viii. 
nacle are given by Josephus, Ant 3, 2. Those of the Tabernacle are 
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nacle was a double cube of 10, in the Temple of 20 cubits. 
The porch of the Tabernacle was 5 cubits by 10, of the 
Temple 10 by 20. The verandah of the Tabernacle was 5 
cubits wide, the chambers that surrounded the Temple 
measured 10. But perhaps the most 
remarkable coincidence is that the 
angle of the roof made the Taber- 
nacle 15 cubits in height (woodcut 
No. 20), and consequently the Tem- 
ple was raised by a false roof or 
upper chamber till its height was 30 
cubits.* 

Unfortunately the dimensions of 
the court of Solomon’s House are not 
given either in the Bible or Josephus. 

But with the knowledge of this du- 
plication before us, we may safely 
assume that the dimensions of the [No. 22.] Plan of Solomon’s Temple, 

showing the disposition of the 

court of the Tabernacle were doubled chambere two 8torie8 * 
also, and that the court of Solomon’s Temple was in reality 
100 cubits wide by 200 east and west* a dimension that 
we shall afterwards find fully confirmed by subsequent state- 
ments. 

Before, however, proceeding to them, let me say a few 
words with regard to the cubit employed in these admeasure- 
ments. The Jews, according to the Rabbis, first used a 
small cubit of 15 inches, and applied it principally to the 
vessels and the furniture of the Temple. They next used 



not given in figures in the Penta- 
teuch, but are obtained from the 
details of the boards, &c. ; those of 


the Temple are found 1 Kings vi., 
2 Chronicles iii. 

* 1 Kings vi. 2. 
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one of 18 inches, — the first-named with a hand-breadth 
added ; and lastly, after the Babylonish captivity, it is said 
they employed the Babylonian cubit of 21 inches, but this 
is by no means clear. 

For our present purposes it is sufficient to know that for all 
their Temple measurements they used the cubit of 18 inches, 
and that only. We feel certain of this, because in the Penta- 
teuch, in the Books of Kings or Chronicles, in Ezekiel and 
Ezra, in Josephus or the Talmud, wherever they speak of the 
same place, they use the same number of cubits, which could 
not, of course, be the case if they were employing cubits of dif- 
ferent lengths. Whatever theories we may form with regard 
to Jewish cubits, we know for certainty that Hecateus 
and Josephus were using the Greek cubit of 18 inches, 
and consequently, when they speak of the* Holy of Holies as 
a cube of 20 cubits, the Holy Place as 20 by 40, the court 
as 100 by 200, in exact accordance with the measures given 
in the Bible or Talmud, we cannot escape the conviction 
that the cubits used by the Greek and Jewish authors are 
identical. It may be added that the measurement of the 
foundations of Herod’s Temple on the spot where it once 
stood gives exactly 400 cubits of 18 inches each, in strict 
accordance with the dicta of Josephus. 

This will be clearer from an inspection of the accompany- 
ing table, in which the principal dimensions of the various 
temples are collected together. Those printed in the ordinary 
type occur in the various authorities referred to ; those in 
smaller type are inferred from the context, but may be 
looked upou as tolerably certain, though not so much- so, 
of course, as the others. 

In order to give you an idea of the dimensions of Solo- 
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mon’s Temple, I may mention that the building itself was, as 
nearly as may be, of the size of the church of St. Paul’s, 
Covent Garden. If that building had a flat roof, and its 
interior was occupied by two chambers surrounded by a range 
of cells on three sides, it would, mechanically, very nearly 
represent the most celebrated building in the world. 

Most of our London churches, such for instance as St. 
Martin’s-in-the-Fields, are, both as to dimensions and lithic 
ornament, larger and more splendid than Solomon’s Temple. 
The truth seems to be that it was built in the “ Bronze Age ” 
of architecture, which, unlike what happened in archaeology, 
preceded the great “ Stone Age.” Its magnificence consisted 
in the brazen pillars of its porch, its brazen seas and altars, its 
cedar pillars covered with gold, and generally in its richness 
and metallic splendour. Those employed to build it were 
smiths, not masons, and consequently any attempt to com- 
pare it with our modem buildings is absurd, and, I am afraid, 
every attempt to restore its features by drawing equally 
hopeless. No specimen of the brazen architecture of those 
days has been preserved, and no representation of it is known 
to exist. So we must at least wait a little before we can hope 
to realize the appearance of this celebrated building. 


TEMPLE OF EZEKIEL. 


The Temple which comes next in point of time is that 
which Ezekiel saw in a vision on the banks of the Chebar, 
and which he described in the 40th, 41st, and 42nd chap- 
ters of his book. This has proved a greater stumblingblock 
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to commentators than the Tabernacle itself, and in order to 
restore it they have been obliged to apply cubits of different 
lengths, and, what is worse, to suggest that when the Prophet 
said reeds (the reed was a measure of 6 cubits or 9 feet) he 
meant cubits, and when he said cubits he meant reeds, &c. 
All this is of course absolutely inadmissible, but it has so 
confused the subject that I confess when I last wrote regard- 
ing it I was so lazy as to take for granted that the vision was 
inexplicable, and was induced to pass it by. Still, when fairly 
grappled with, nothing can be plainer, in so far at least 
as all the main dimensions are concerned. Our ignorance 
of the exact equivalent of many of the Hebrew architectural 
terms renders some of the details obscure, but for our pre- 



The central part, at a 
lighter tint, represents 
also the Temple as re- 
built by Zerubbabel 


SOUTH COURT 


cuairs 



[Xo. 2.1.] 


Plan of Ezekiel's Temple. 
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sent purposes at least these are unimportant and may be 
put aside for future investigation. 

The prophet minutely describes in succession the six 
great gateways of the Temple — three belonging to the outer 
court or courts, and three to the inner court. The details of 
the arrangement of these edifices are a little difficult, and may 
be open to controversy, but their general dimensions are 
perfectly clear. They were 50 cubits in depth (75 feet), and 
25 cubits (37 feet 6 inches) in width. One third seems to 
have been outside the wall, one-third projected into the court, 
and the middle was the width of the cloister, or range of 
chambers that surrounded the courts. The distance from 
the inner face of the one to the outer face of the next was 
50 cubits (xl. 15). 

The east court, next measured, was 100 cubits “ eastward 
and northward ” (xl. 19), in other words 150 feet square. 
Of the south and north courts we have only one dimension, 
100 cubits. A question may therefore arise whether the 
N.E. and S.E. angles between these three courts were filled 
up, and the outer court consequently made square. This is 
possible, but there seems nothing in the text to justify such 
an hypothesis. 

With regard to the inner courts, there is no doubt or 
difficulty. There were two, each 100 cubits square, and 
in the first stood the altar, in the second the Temple; as 
they were not separated by a wall, we arrive at exactly the 
double dimensions of the court of the Tabernacle, which had 
been assumed above as the dimension of that of Solomon’s 
Temple. 

The Temple or Holy House itself was identical in all its 
dimensions with the previous one, except in one particular. 
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In Solomon’s Temple, the chambers, which surrounded it on 
three sides, were all thoroughfares, and, to gain the last, every 
one must have had to pass through all the previous ones. To 
remedy this inconvenience, in Ezekiel’s Temple a passage 
was provided 5 cubits wide, with a wall 5 cubits thick. So 
that the width over all was increased from 40 to 60 cubits. 

A new feature is also introduced — the range of priests’ 
chambers, with the treasury and other appurtenances in the 
N.E. angle, between the Temple court and the north outer 
court. Its details cannot easily be made out, but its position 
and general dimensions are all that interest us just now. It 
may have existed attached to Solomon’s Temple, though it is 
not mentioned, and in Herod’s it was replaced by the Tower 
Antonia, occupying the same relative position, and used for 
the same purposes. (Ant. xv. ii. 4.) 

So far all is not only clear, but minutely consistent with 
what we know was done both before and afterwards ; now, 
however, we come to the great stumblingblock of restorers. 
At verse 15, chap. 42, it is said, — “ Now, when he had made an 
end of measuring the inner house” — viz. the Temple proper — 
“ he brought me forth toward the gate, whose prospect is to- 
ward the east, and he measured it round about, &c., 500 reeds,” 
that is 4500 feet, or nearly an Euglish mile, north, south, 
east, and west. Those who have hitherto tried to restore this 
Temple have felt themselves constrained either to contract 
this to the limits of a reasonable temple, or stretch the temple 
to these dimensions. * Neither is possible nor required. This 
outer wall was only 9 feet high (xl. 5), and was the boundary, 
not of the Temple , but of the Sanctuary , a separation, as the 
Septuagint expresses it, “ between the just and the unjust.” 
It was, in fact, the first of the great measurements by which 
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Ezekiel divided the whole of Judaea, like the squares of a 
chessboard, between the city, the priests, the princes, and the 



Twelve Tribes of Israel, measurements which had and could 
have no topographical existence, but were a geometrical ex- 
pression of the relative importance of the different allottees. 

This becomes even more strikingly evident when we turn 
to the 45th chapter, where the prophet again mentions the 
measurement of 500 reeds square for the Sanctuary, when 
speaking of the division of the land only, without reference 
to the Temple and its dimensions. 
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The truth seems to be, when closely looked into, that these 
figures only represent one of those simple arithmetical ratios 
to which the Jews were always so partial in architectural 
matters. 

The Temple, as we have just seen, was 300 cubits (450 
feet) east and west, as well as north and south. The 
enclosure of the Sanctuary was ten times that amount, or 
3000 cubits (4500 feet) square. In this respect it is an 
exact counterpart of all the other measurements of the land 
of Israel found in Ezekiel’s vision. 

It is important, however, to point this out, because in 
after times the Rabbis adopted 500 as the sacred measure 
of the Temple, slurring over the fact that the prophet spoke 
of 500 reeds of nine feet each, not cubits of eighteen inches, 
though this makes all the difference. Notwithstanding this, 
they insisted upon this number in spite of local discrepancies, 
and all the difficulties which such an arbitrary deter- 
mination necessarily introduced. It is the only essential 
point, as we shall presently see, in which Josephus and the 
Talmud are at varianca 

If the Rabbis had taken the pains to add together the 
dimensions of the Temple, as given by Ezekiel, they would 
have found the result to have been 300, not 500 cubits; 
or if they had turned both into cubits or into feet, they 
would have found that the essential measurement was not 
500, but 300 and 3000 cubits, or 450 and 4500 feet respec- 
tively. They would thus have saved future commentators 
a vast amount of trouble in trying to reconcile the mea- 
surements with the facts of the case. 
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After their return from captivity, the Jews rebuilt their 
Temple on the same site, and, as we learn from the Book 
of Esdras and Josephus,* with the same internal dimensions, 
as that before erected by Solomon. The one difference 
seems to have been that they adopted the passage to the 
chambers round the house as described by Ezekiel, thus 
making the total width 60 instead of 40 cubits, but the 
Temple itself, viz. the Holy of Holies, and the Holy Place, 
remained as before. 

The porch, however, seems to have been increased in depth 
to the same extent as the external chambers, 20 cubits, 
instead of 10, as in Solomon’s. The total dimensions of the 
House, with its chambers, therefore became 100 cubits by 60, 
instead of 80 by 40, as in the original Temple. 

The. size of the courts is not mentioned by our usual 
authorities, but fortunately Hecateus, of Abdera, visited 
Jerusalem in the time of Alexander, and tells us that this 
Temple was situated within a stone enclosure or wall mea- 
suring 100 cubits in width, and “ about 500 feet ” in length, 
or exactly the dimensions we obtain from the previous 
authorities. The north and south courts of Ezekiel — marked 
by a different tint on the plan, No. 23, p. 83 — had not been 
built — only the two inner ones, and the outer east court. The 
width, 100 cubits, is the same as that mentioned by Ezekiel, 
and is the dimension assumed above for that of Solomon ; 


* Esdras vi. 3. Josephus, Ant., xi. 4, § 6. 
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and allowing for the thickness of the walls (36 feet) and 
the projection of the gates, the expression “ about 500 feet ” 
is as correct as could be desired. In fact, if we cut off 
from the plan of the Temple as described by Ezekiel, and 
drawn woodcut No. 23, the north and south courts, leaving 
only the parts which are hatched, we have a perfect repre- 
sentation of the plan of that one which was erected after 
the return from the Captivity. So far, therefore, we walk 
with perfect certainty both as to the general dimensions 
of the two first Temples of the Jews, and also as regards 
the length of the cubit employed. 

It is scarcely necessary to go over again in detail the 
dimensions of this Temple, as these have been sufficiently 
explained in speaking of that of Ezekiel, and are figured 
in the plan, woodcut No. 23. 

The story of these two Temples appears to be this. 
During the Captivity the prophet placed on record the 
sacred arrangements and dimensions of the Temple, as they 
had been revealed to Moses and David, and had been carried 
into execution by Solomon. To these he added such minor 
suggestions as subsequent experience may have shown to be 
expedient, and described such additions as may have ap- 
peared to him requisite to complete the beau ideal of a perfect 
Jewish Temple. 

When the Jews returned from the Captivity, they carried out 
this specification and these suggestions to as great an extent 
as their means admitted, in no instance departing from 
the sacred model thus delivered to them, and sanctioned by 
the Divine authority. Hecateus' measurements make it quite 
clear that the three central courts were all they had the means 
of accomplishing. The north and south courts were never 
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attempted, and the Citadel Baris — which may have existed 
from David’s time — supplied the place of the more symme- 
trical arrangements suggested by the prophet in the north- 
west angle. 

From the Book of the Maccabees and Josephus we gather 
that this Citadel was attached to the north-west angle of 
the Temple, occupying the relative position of the treasury 
and priests’ chambers described by Ezekiel. It was after- 
wards pulled down by Herod, and rebuilt as the Antonia, 
probably because it encroached on the space required for his 
enlargement of the Temple, when it became necessary to 
remove it further north. It still apparently encroached a 
little on the area of the Temple at the angle; for we learn 
from Josephus (B. J. vi. 6, § 4) that a prophecy existed that, 
when their Temple became four square by the destruction 
of the Antonia, their city should be taken. The prophecy 
is, of course, of no value; but it seems to point out that 
the Citadel was an integral part of the Temple, and pro- 
jected into its area ; otherwise it is hard to understand how 
the Temple could become square by its destruction. 
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[No. 25.] Temple of Herod restored. Scale of 200 ft to 1 in. 

HEROD’S TEMPLE. 


We now come to the Temple as restored by Herod, which 
is by far the most interesting of all : first, because of its 
greater architectural magnificence; but more than this, 
because it was the Temple in which the ministrations of 
our Lord took place, and also because it is the one 
of which the foundations can still be traced out, and thus 
becomes the turning-point of all topographical inquiries at 
Jerusalem. 

The House itself was only repaired. It was still standing 
as rebuilt by Zerubbabel when Herod undertook its restora- 
tion, and the dimensions were not altered ; the only differ- 
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ence between it and Solomon’s being that it retained the 
passage between the external chambers as described by 
Ezekiel, by Ezra and Josephus, when speaking of the earlier 
Temple, making the width 60 instead of 40 cubits. Two 
wings were also added at this time to the facade, each 
20 cubits square,* so that the whole building measured 
100 cubits long, 100 cubits wide, and both Josephus and 
the Talmud assert 100 cubits high. 

As we have seen above, from the time of the building 
of the Tabernacle to the last hour, the Jews were always 
aiming in their buildings at producing some simple arithme- 
tical proportions of measurement. Consequently a building 
which should have its three principal dimensions equal, 
without being a cube, was the beau ideal of Jewish archi- 
tecture, and what they were always striving to attain. 
Whether they accomplished it in this instance is still 
doubtful. In plan they certainly did; but if it attained 
the height of 100 cubits, it could hardly have been other- 
wise than by carrying up the wings so as to form two towers 
like those of York Cathedral ; and to say the least of it, 
this seems very doubtful. It is safer to assume that in this, 
as in most other instances, Josephus, though always correct 
in plan, systematically exaggerates the heights. \ 

Be this as it may, it is evident that a building which was 


* Josephus, B. J. v. 5, § 4. 
f It may assist you in forming some 
idea not only of the dimensions of 
this building, but also of its form, if 
you compare it with the nave and 
facade of Lincoln Cathedral. To 
make this complete, however, you 
must fancy the side aisles divided into 
three stories of chambers by floors. 


and the clerestory also excluded by a 
floor from the nave. The height and 
width of the facade approximate very 
closely to those of the Jewish Temple ; 
but if it is insisted that Josephus’s 
height must also be adopted, you must 
adopt also the western towers, which 
I certainly would feel inclined to re- 
ject. 
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100 cubits wide could not stand in a courtyard of the same 
dimensions, and allow a passage round it. We consequently 
find the breadth of the inner court increased from 100 to 135 
cubits or 202 feet 6 inches, while its length between the 
porticoes was 187 or 280 feet, leaving 20 feet for the cloisters, 
and the thickness of the walls.* The court was strongly 
fortified, having three gates on the north and three on the 
south side, and one — the most magnificent of all — towards 
the east — the Beautiful Gate of the New Testament, the 
Porta Speciosa of the writers of the 4th and 5th centuries. 

What in the previous Temple had been the outer court, or 
Court of the Gentiles, was, in this one, cut in two, and appro- 
priated to the women : its breadth was 135 cubits, as that of 
the great court ; its depth is not given by Josephus, but the 
Talmud calls it 135 — a mistake which has evidently arisen 
from their having adopted Ezekiel’s number of 500 for the 
whole area, instead of 400 cubits, as Josephus tells us,t and 
as we know, from the existing remains in the ground, was 
the true measurement. In consequence, not knowing what 
to do with the 100 cubits they had to spare, they assigned 
them to tliis court. It is impossible, however, to suppose 
that, while the Court of Israel and the Court of the Priests 
measured each, only 11 cubits by 135, a space would have 
been devoted to the Court of the Women (a court which was 
an innovation and contained no object of interest) six times 
as large as these two put together, and nearly equal to the 
great court itself, which contained both the Temple and the 
altar, with its accompaniments. What its real dimensions 


* These dimensions are from the 
Talmud (Middoth, ch. ii. sect. 6). They 
agree perfectly with those we arrive 
at from protracting Josephus’s descrip- 


tions. 

t Josephus, Ant. xv. 11, § 3, and 
9, xx. 10, § 7. 
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were we can fix with very tolerable accuracy by the protrac- 
tion of the outer court. The Court of the Women was cer- 
tainly either 35 or 40 cubits east and west, or within- 5 cubits 
of that dimension, and 135 north and south. 

So far all this was merely a repair and remodelling of 
the old Temple, larger and more ornate than the one it 
superseded ; what Herod really added was the outer court, 
or Court of the Gentiles, which was required by the more 
cosmopolite policy of the Roman epoch. Josephus tells us 
he doubled the area of the Temple.* In fact, he increased 
it nearly five fold,t and the area of his Court of the Gentiles 
was as nearly as may be equal to the area of the portion 
appropriated exclusively to the Jews, or 180,000 feet.J In 


* B. J.,i. 21, § 1. 

f The Temple, in the time of 
Alexander, as we learn from He- 
cateus, was 500 feet x 150= 75,000 ; 
that of Herod was 600 X 600 = 360,000. 

X As in every case of this sort, the 
real difficulty of the argument is not 
so much to prove which is right as to 
get rid of daring assertions or inconse- 
quential logic on the part of oppo- 
nents. When these are made by per- 
sons having authority, or who are 
entitled to respect either from their 
position or learning, they are too 
generally accepted without question. 
It is so much more convenient to be- 
lieve than to inquire, so much easier to 
follow than to lead, that few care to 
adopt the contrary line of argument, 
and truth consequently must wait till 
somebody will patronize and chape- 
rone her. 

One of the more remarkable in- 
stances of this is to be found in the 
Count de Vogue’s recent work on the 
Temple of Jerusalem. The Count is 


a scholar and a gentleman, and has 
had every opportunity of ascertaining 
the fact on the spot, and is quite 
above the slightest breath of suspicion 
that he would state anything which he 
had not convinced himself was quite 
correct. Yet between pages 16 and 
21 of his work we find the following 
extraordinary comment. 

He first fully and fairly describes 
the views and credibility of Josephus ; 
and after giving him credit for general 
correctness, states that he makes the 
Temple four square, 400 cubits each 
way, and with the Antonia allows a 
total circumference of 6 stadia, 3600 
feet. He then discusses the Talmud, 
which he admits also makes the 
Temple square, but 500 cubits each 
way, without mentioning the Antonia. 
Of course it would be easy to show 
from Josephus’s account of the siege 
that the Antonia did not cover the 
whole of the width of the Temple, but 
that is of no oonsequence. Taking it 
as De Vogue states it, the Temple was 
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this sense he may be said to have doubled it exactly. In 
other words, he appropriated an additional space to the 
Gentiles exactly equal to that belonging to the Jews. 

The great glory of this outer court was the Stoa Basilica, 
or Boyal Porch. It was 600 feet long, 100 wide, supported 
by 162 Corinthian columns, which divided it into three aisles, 
the centre one of which was 100 feet high. 

It may assist you in forming some idea of this if you will 
fancy the transepts taken off the sides of York Cathedral, 
and added to the ends. In plan and section you will have a 
building whose dimensions are almost identical with this 
porch. 

There were double porticoes surrounding the other three 
sides, but less in height, and of inferior magnificence, to 
the great Stoa Basilica, which, being situated at the end of 
the bridge which crossed the Tyropceon valley, always must 
have formed the principal entrance to the Temple from the 
city and the palace on the opposite hill. 

To all this magnificence you must add the wonderful 
masonry of the terrace-wall, which we still see at the 
Jews’ Wailing-place in the west, and in the southern wall 
under the Mosque el Aksah. 

I do not know what impression these dimensions make 


600 feet square, Antonia the same : 
the two together 1200 feet by 600. 
Having stated all this, and admitted 
that there are no other authorities on 
the subject, he then arrives at the 
astounding non sequiiur that the Tem- 
ple was an irregular parallelogram 1500 
feet north and south, with an average 
breadth of about 1000, and a circum- 
ference of 1525 metres, or more than 
5700 feet, exclusive of the Antonia, 


instead of the 2400 of Josephus or 
3000 of the Talmud, if we take even 
that extreme measure. 

Of course no reasoning founded on 
such a basis can for one moment be 
admitted; but such is the authority 
of the Count, and so little are people 
disposed to look into such matters and 
judge for themselves, that it will no 
doubt be frequently quoted against 
the views propounded in the text. 
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on you. Perhaps some of you are disappointed. But 
recollect, no temple of ancient times, out of Egypt, sur- 
passed them. The great temple at Palmyra covered about 
the same area, but was far less magnificent. That of 
Baalbec was smaller, though, if ever completed, it would 
have rivalled its splendours. All those of Greece or Rome 
covered a smaller area, and none were equal in magnifi- 
cence. 

In order to try and realise the whole, fancy a building 
like the nave of Lincoln, raised on a lofty terrace, and 
standing in a court surrounded by cloisters and porches. 
Fancy these courts approached by ten great gateways, 
each in itself a work of great magnificence; and again 
this group surrounded by another court on a lower level, 
one side of which is occupied by a building longer and higher 
than York Cathedral, and the other three sides by cloisters 
more magnificent than any we know of ; and all this sup- 
ported by terrace-walls of such magnificence of masonry, 
that even at this day, in their ruined state, they affect 
the traveller as much, perhaps, as any building of the 
ancient world. 

In the view of the Temple, forming the frontispiece, I 
have attempted to realize, as nearly as may be, the general 
features of this celebrated edifice. I cannot now attempt to 
explain the data on which this restoration is founded, but, 
generally, I may say that I have taken a series of Asiatic 
buildings, beginning with Persepolis, 500 years before Herod’s 
time, and ending with the Tak Kesra, 500 years after it, 
and, throwing into this that amount of Roman design which 
must have prevailed at that period, I fancy the result must 
have been something not unlike what is here represented. 
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The general arrangements and features are certain, and 
the details could hardly be very different. 

The design of Herod’s Temple may have wanted something 
of that classical simplicity we so much admire in other build- 
ings of an earlier period, and its details may have been more 
gorgeous than pure. But take it all in all, so complex a 
building, rising terrace above terrace, and court within court, 
must have afforded a variety of perspective and a splen- 
dour of effect which, coupled with its dimensions, must have 
equalled if it did not surpass anything we know of elsewhere. 


Part III. 

LOCAL INDICATIONS. 


The next point in such an inquiry as this is to ascertain 
how far these historical deductions are borne out by the 
indications on the spot. In the present instance nothing 
can well be more satisfactory than their accordance. 

In the first place, no one, I believe, doubts but that the 
south-western angle of the Haram enclosure is one of the 
angles of the Temple area. The remains of the bridge 
across the Tyropoeon, which is coincident with the centre of 
the “ Stoa Basilica the gateway under the Aksah, which is 
certainly the double portal near the southern court men- 
tioned by Josephus ;* the Gate of Mohammed, one of those 
mentioned by Josephus as leading to Parbar;t and the 

* Ant. xv. ii. § 5. f Loc. dt. 
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general appearance of the masonry, all confirm this so 
completely that it seems impossible to doubt it. 

If then we measure 600 feet eastward from this angle, 
all is practically solid up to that point. Indeed, the living 
rock can be seen on the surface over the greater part 
of the Haram area, and in other places can be traced in 
the underground cisterns extending under the Aksah, and 
approaching at least within a few feet of the surface. 
Beyond these 600 feet we come to a range of vaults, 
unequally spaced, badly constructed, and evidently of much 



[No. 26.] Section of vaults In S.E. angle of Haram, showing what would be the position of the 
pillars of the Stoa Basilica if it extended over them. 


more modern age.* On these the Temple could not have 
been supported, so that, in this direction at least, the history 
and the topography are perfectly agreed. 

Again, if we measure 600 feet northward from this 
angle, we come to a second bridge, one arch of which is 
said to have been discovered by Lieut. Wilson, at present 
surveying Jerusalem. According, to such accounts as have 
reached home it is undoubtedly of Jewish — Herodian — 
masonry, and is situated exactly where we would expect to 
find it according to the accounts of Josephus. Between 

* See plan of Haram Area, p. 41. 
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these two bridges the masonry of the terrace wall is of that 
splendid megalithic character which all ancient accounts 
would lead us to expect was employed in the substructions 
of the Temple, and which still exists on the south side, 
under the Mosque el Aksah. Between these two bridges 
Josephus tells us two gateways led down to the suburb 
Parbar (Ant. xvii. § 5). One of these has been discovered, 
and is now known as the Gate of Mohammed ; the other is 
probably hid by the buildings of the Mekhmeh. 

But the most remarkable feature here is that portion of the 
wall known as the Jews’ Wailing-place. If a line were drawn 
east and west through the Altar and the Holy of Holies, as 



[No. 27.] Jews’ Wailing Place 

represented in woodcut No. 25, p. 91, it would cut the 
centre of the Wailing-place exactly, the dimensions of which 
are also, as nearly as may be, those of the rear of the 
Temple. This is too remarkable to be an accidental coin- 
cidence, and proves most distinctly that when the Jews 
selected it they knew perfectly well where their Temple 
had once stood, and what its real dimensions were. 

h 2 
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The position of the great rock-cut reservoir in front of 
the Aksah — the watercourses, as far as they have been 
examined — all accord with such indications as are found in 
Josephus or the Talmud. With regard to the Temple itself 
the prophecy has only too literally been fulfilled ; not one 
stone remains upon another, or anything which without our 
histories would enable us to fix its locality or dimensions with 
certainty. But its substructions still remain, and, with the 
assistance of Josephus and the Talmud, we may fix these 
with almost absolute certainty. 

Every indication on the spot tends to show that the 
Temple of Herod was, as Josephus tells us, 400 cubits or 
600 feet square, and was situated, as marked on the plan, 
No. 17, p. 41, in the south-western angle of -the Haram 
area. Since, then, the rock, which pow stands under the 
Dome of the Bock, is situated nearly 800 feet from the 
southern wall, it was certainly outside the area of the Tem- 
ple, at a distance of 150 feet from its northern wall. 

I need hardly stop to point out that this determination 
at once gets rid of all those theories which would place 
the altar of the Temple on the rock, even if their untenable- 
ness could not be easily demonstrated from other circum- 
stances; and above all, it frees us from the incubus of 
Professor Willis’s unsavoury suggestion, which would make 
the Bir Arrouah into a cesspool, and convert the Pool of the 
Virgin, the sacred fount of Siloam, and all that is poetic 
and beautiful in “ the stream that flowed fast by the oracle 
of God,” into so many reservoirs of liquid manure !* Over 

* The chapters of the Talmud on | been quoted by those who support it : 
which this strange theory rests (Mid- had they been so, there would have 
doth, ch. iii. secs. 2 and 3) have never | been an end of the question at once, 
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these theories we need not now pause. Till it can first be 
shown that the rock was within the Temple precincts, they 
have no possibility of existence. 

Before leaving this branch of the subject, it would be well 
to inquire where it is said that the altar of the Jews was 
placed on a rock. It certainly is not mentioned in the 
Bible, nor in Josephus, nor in the Talmud, nor in any 
other authority to which we usually apply on such occasions. 
What we know of the altar is that it was first of brass,* 
and then built up of small stones, on which no tool had 
been passed ;t and as for its site, it was placed in the 
threshing-floor of Araunah. Now the rough rock beneath 
the Dome certainly never was nor ever could have been a 
threshing-floor. But besides this, we know that the site of 
the altar was lower than the floor of the Temple. X If the 
altar had been placed on this rock, and the Temple erected 
between it and the Tyropcean Valley, its substructures must 
have been so gigantic that it is almost impossible they 
should have disappeared as they have done. 

In fact, turn it which way you will, the Sakhra was not 
the site of the Jewish altar, and never could have been. 

1 st, It was outside the Temple area ; 2nd, The Kock 
theory is a mere Mahometan tradition, which has been 
adopted without thinking ; and lastly, there is no site for 


irrespective of all local considera- 
tions. They are therefore printed 
in Appendix E, at the end of this 
volume. 

There is one watercourse, discovered 
by Dr. Barclay, and marked on Pie- 
rotti’s plan, running towards the 
south-west, which exactly accords 
with the description of the Talmud, 


according to my restoration. The 
drain, which Pierotti and his friends 
rely upon, runs northward and east- 
ward t or in the exactly opposite direc- 
tion to the specification in the Talmud. 

* 2 Chronicles iv. 1. 

+ Josephus, B. J. v. 5, § 6 ; Mid- 
doth, chap. iii. sec. 4. 

X Josephus, B. J. v. 5, § 4. 
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the Temple behind it, while every indication on the spot 
contradicts such a hypothesis. 

On the other hand, if we place the altar where shown 
in the plans given above, and assign to the Temple the 
limits and the site there shown, every local peculiarity 
agrees with such a position, while every historical deduction 
confirms the local indications. 


Part IY. 
HISTORY. 


There is still one point which requires to be alluded to 
before the argument can be considered as complete. It 
is this. Even if we assume it as quite certain that the 
Temple was only 600 feet square, and that it was situated 
in the south-west angle of the Haram area, and consequently 
excluded the site of the Dome of the Rock from its pre- 
cincts, still it may be argued that by the time of the 
Mahometan invasion the knowledge of that fact was lost, 
and the Moslems may have believed that the Temple ex- 
tended very much farther north than it really did. 

Fortunately, the proof that this was not the case is as clear 
as that which has preceded, though, perhaps, not so easily 
explained, inasmuch as the authorities on which the proof 
rests must be, I fear, unfamiliar to most of you. In all 
I have hitherto said I have been able to rely on your 
knowledge of the Bible, or of the works of Josephus; but it 
is different when I refer you to the Bordeaux Pilgrim, or to 
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Antonius or Arculfus, and still more so when I quote Jelal ed 
deen or Mejr ed deen, or ask you to grub for information 
in the ‘Fundgruben des Orients/ All I can promise, 
therefore, is to be as brief as possible, and not to weary you 
more than I can help with long or unfamiliar names. 

Judging from what we now find at Palmyra, Baalbec, or 
Gerash at the present day, it seems probable that a great 
deal of the building of the Temple must have remained 
standing three centuries after the capture of the city by 
Titus. The Temple, it is true, was burnt, and its fortifi- 
cations probably thrown down, at the end of the siege ; but 
how far its walls or its porticoes were destroyed we do 
not know. 

From the time of the siege we lose sight of the building 
for near 300 years. Incidentally we learn that Hadrian had 
erected a temple to Jupiter on the spot, and the Bordeaux 
Pilgrim* (a.d. 333) speaks of two statues of or by Hadrian 
as standing there when he visited the place. The same 
authority speaks of the altar, the cisterns, and other accom- 
paniments of the Temple as perfectly well known in his day, 
and mentions the affecting custom of the Jew s coming there 
to weep over their lost sanctuary as they do now. 

In the year 363 Julian commenced rebuilding the Temple, 
and we cannot doubt but at that period the site and form 
of it were perfectly well known. We have the remains of 
Julian’s undoubted work in the doorway, underneath the 
Aksah (woodcut No. 28), and some of the incidents of the 
miraculous interruption to the attempt would lead us to 
believe that there was then a church close at hand,t and 

* Sec Appendix A. 

t Gregory Nazianzen ad Jud. et Gent. 7. 1. Sozomen. 
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that Julian’s ambition was to rival the Christian church 
which stood so near the spot. At all events it is quite 



[No. 28 .] Frontispiece of Julian in south wall of liaraui. 

clear that the site of the Temple was perfectly well known 
at that time. 

“St. Jerome, about the year 400, notices an image of 
Jupiter and an equestrian statue of Hadrian in the place of 
the Holy of Holies ; the gate of the Temple which led to 
Siloam ; and indeed the whole area of the Temple, in such a 
manner as to leave no doubt that its position and limits, with 
several of its leading features, were sufficiently marked in his 
day.”* 

Aurelius Prudentius, writing iii the beginning of the 5th 

* Rev. Geo. Williams’s ‘ Holy City,’ vol; ii. p. 338, for which see references 
to Jerome. 
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century, says, “Porta manet Templi, Speciosa quam vocita- 
runt, egregium Salomonis opus ” (Diptychon, xliy.). It 
does not appear that the author visited Jerusalem himself, 
but the fact must have been well known, or he would not 
have asserted it so positively. His calling it a work of 
Solomon proves that it was a gate of the Temple, not 
of the city, — in fact, the Beautiful Gate opposite the door of 
the Temple. 

Antoninus, who wrote in the time of Justinian, adds very 
little to our information regarding the Temple, though giving 
such an admirable indication of the locality of the Holy 
Places.* He mentions, however, this same Porta Speciosa, t 
and says that its threshold and lintel were still standing. If 
this were so, it is more than probable that some remains of 
the more solid parts of the Temple were standing also ; but 
the position of the Beautiful Gate alone being known in 
those days, made the centre line of the Temple equally 
clear and certain. 

From this period to the time of the Mahometan invasion, 
a.d. 036, we have very little information on the subject; 
but as the authors who relate that event are unfamiliar to 
most of you, and the works that contain their narratives not 
generally accessible, I shall quote the principal passages 
entire, in order that you may judge for yourselves. 

The first and best authority is Eutychius, the Patriarch 


* Ante, p. 49. 

t After the Mahometan conquest, 
when this gate had disappeared, the 
Golden (J ate way appears sometimes 
to have l>een called by this name, 
but not at tliat age ; nor will the 
description in the text at all fit The 


I words of the author are, “ Porta Civi- 
1 tatis quiB coheret Porta) Speciosa, 
quas fuit Templi, cujus liminare 
et trabulatio stat.” (Itiner. Anton. 
Martyr, xvii.). This gate was there- 
fore then in ruins. The Golden Gate- 
way is complete at the present day. 
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of Alexandria, who wrote about the year 870 a.d. He 
writes as follows. On the terms being arranged, “the 
gates were opened; and Omar entered the city and sat 
with the Patriarch Sophronius* in the sacred place of the 
Church of the Resurrection ; and when the hour of prayer 
was come, turning to Sophronius, the Chalif said, ‘I desire 
to pray : ’ to whom the Patriarch replied, * Emperor of the 
Faithful, pray where you now are ; ’ but Omar replied, ‘ I 
will not pray here.’ He therefore led him to the Church 
of Constantine, a mat being spread in the middle of the 
church; but he still refused, saying, ‘Nor will I pray 
here;’ but going out to the steps of the Church of the 
Holy Constantine, which are on the front, looking to- 
wards the east, he prayed there alone on the steps.” He 
then gave his reasons for this proceeding, saying, that, 
had he prayed within the church, the Moslems would, after 
his death, have appropriated the place, because he had 
prayed in it ; and he even gave the Patriarch a writing, that 
his praying on the steps should not be construed into a pre- 
cedent. The narrative then proceeds : “ ‘ Then/ said Omar, 
‘ you still owe me one thing, according to the treaty {foederis 
jure ) ; concede to me, therefore, a place where I may build 
a temple/ To which the Patriarch replied, ‘I give to the 
Commander of the Faithful a place where he may build a 
temple, which the Grecian Emperors were unable to build ;t 
viz., the rock on which God spoke to Jacob ; which Jacob 
called the Gate of Heaven ; and the Israelites, the Holy of 
Holies ; which is in the middle of the earth, and was the Holy 
Place of Israel, and is held by them in such veneration that, 

* Eutychii Annalcs, vol. ii. p. 284. 

t Alluding apparently to Julian’s unsuccessful attempt. 
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wherever they are, they turn their faces towards it when 
they pray, — but on the condition that you give me a rescript 
that you will build no other place of prayer within Jeru- 
salem, except this one;’ which Omar having written, he 
delivered it to the Patriarch. For when the Romans em- 
braced Christianity, and Helena, the mother of Constantine, 
built churches in Jerusalem, the place of the rock and those 
adjacent to it were laid waste, and so left ; and they threw 
dirt on the rock, so that a large dunghill was heaped upon it, 
and the Romans did not reverence it as the Jews had done, 
nor did they erect any church upon it ; because our Lord 
had said, in the Holy Gospel, ‘ Behold, your house shall be 
left unto you desolate ; ’ and again, ‘ There shall not be left 
one stone upon another that shall not be cast down and laid 
waste.’ On this account the Christians had left it lying 
waste, and had not erected any church upon it. The 
Patriarch Sophronius, having therefore taken Omar by the 
hand, led him to the dunghill, when Omar, taking his gar- 
ment by the edge, filled it with the earth, which he threw 
into the valley of Gehenna.” 

The Mahometan historians tell nearly the same story, but 
with some slight variations. I shall quote that of Mejr ed 
Deen,* as the least generally accessible, and the parallel 
passage will easily be found in Jelal ed Deen.f 

“ When Omar had signed the treaty of peace, he told the 
Patriarch (or Patrician) to lead him to the Mosque of David. 
The Patriarch walked before them to guide them, and led 
them to the Church of the Sepulchre, and said, ‘ This is -the 
Temple of David.’ But Omar, having east his eyes upon it 

* Fun lgruljen des Orients, v. p. | t Jelnl ed Deen, History of tho 
160. I Temple, p. 174 et m/. 
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and reflected a little, said, ‘Thou liest ! The Prophet of 
God described to me the Temple of David, and it is not this.’ 
The Patriarch then conducted him to the Church of Sion, 
saying again, * This is the Temple of David.’ Omar again 
told him he lied. After which he conducted him to the 
great church near the gate called the Gate of Mohammed. 
Water ran down the steps of the gate, and ran out by the 
street where the gate of the city was, in -such a manner that 
the greater part of the steps were below water. The governor 
then said, ‘We can only enter here by creeping.’ — ‘Be it 
so,’ said Omar. Then those that were before Omar and 
those that were behind him commenced creeping, till they 
came to a plain place. Omar, having looked to the right 
and to the left, exclaimed, ‘God is great! By Him who 
holds my soul in his hands, this is the Temple of David, 
from which the Prophet told me he had made the night 
journey.’ 

“ They found there the rock Sakrah, covered with dung, 
which the Greeks had thrown there in contempt of the 
Jews. Omar took the corner of his robe, and commenced 
clearing it, and all the rest followed his example.”* 

Further on our author proceeds: “They say that Omar, 
after the conquest of Jerusalem, asked of Kaab Ebn Ishaak, 
‘ Know you the place of the Sakrah ? ’ — He replied, ‘ Towards 
the wall that looks towards (qui donne au) the valley of 
Gehenna, at such and such a distance.’ They dug there, 
and found the rock covered with dung. t ‘Where do you 
believe, then,’ asked Omar of Kaab, ‘ we ought to establish a 
mosque?’ He answered, ‘Towards the kiblah.’ ‘We will 

* Fundgrubcn ties Orients, v. p. ICO. t See also Jelal ed Deen, p. 177. 
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build it, then, behind the rock.’ Thus the two kiblahs of 
Moses and the Prophet were united. 4 0 Ebn Ishaak,’ said 
Omar, ‘the Jews will have reason to say, This is the best of 
mosques!’ 

“ According to another tradition, Kaab, having been ques- 
tioned by Omar where they should build a mosque, replied, 

4 At the Sakrah .’ — ■ That,’ said Omar, 4 is the direction of the 
Jews; it would be better to build it before the rock, that 
those who pray there may have before them the kiblah of 
Mecca, and not that of Jerusalem, for the Prophet has not 
ordered us to turn to the rock Sakrah, but towards the 
Caaba.’”* 

There are two points in this narrative which in themselves 
ought to suffice to settle the question at issue. The first is, 
that Omar entered the Temple area by the Gate of Moham- 
med. That gate still exists south of the Jews’ Wailing-place, 
270 feet from the south-western angle of the Haram area 
(woodcuts Nos. 7 and 17). It is now blocked up nearly to 
the roof, and, except the filth, perfectly answers to the de- 
scription in the text. To say that Omar entered there creep- 
ing on his hands and knees to look for a rock which 44 stands 
out erect and alone,” to use the expression of Eusebius — 
the highest pinnacle of the surrounding localities — is simply 
absurd. He went to look for the foundations of Solomon’s 
Temple. He entered by the gate nearest them, and found 
them within the area I have ascribed to the Temple. 

The other point is what is said about water running down 
the steps, which, luckily, we are enabled to explain from a 
passage in Antoninus. He says, 44 Before the ruins of 


* Fundgruben, loc. cit. 
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Solomon’s Temple, under the street, water runs down to the 
fountain Siloam. Alongside of the portico of Solomon, in 
the Basilica itself, is the seat on which Pilate sat when he 
heard our Lord.” * It may be added that the position of the 
cisterns and watercourses in the Haram area all justify this 
description if applied to the position of the Temple as 
restored above, but all is utterly unintelligible if referred to 
the Dome of the Rock. 

There is only one other quotation with which I need trouble 
you at present. Arculfus, the French Bishop, whose account 
of the Holy Places is the most distinct and complete we have, 
tells us that “ in that famous place where once the Temple 
was constructed with great magnificence, the Saracens have 
erected a square house of prayer, on the remains of some old 
ruins, which house may contain about 3000 persons.” t 

As this was written certainly eight years after the year 72 
Hejira, when Abd el Malek is said to have completed the 
Dome of the Rock, it proves that the Saracens had not at 
that time broken the treaty Omar had made with the 
Patriarch Sophronius. 

Had the Saracens erected also the Dome of the Rock at that 
period, it seems impossible that Arculfus could have omitted 
to mention it, as the chief, and by far the most important 
building of the two. Besides this, there is no whisper that 


* Ante ruinas Templi Salomonis 
sub platea aqua decurrit ad fontem 
Siloam. Secus porticum Salomonis in 
ipsa Basilica est sedes in qua scdit 
Pilatus quando Dominum audivit. — 
Ant. Mart., ch. xxiii. 

t Cetcrum in illo famoso loco ubi 
quondam Templum magnifice con- 
stniotum fuerat in vicinia muri ab 


oriente locatum nunc Saraceni qua- 
drangulam orationis Domum quam 
subjectis tabulis et magmis trabibus 
super quasdam ruinarum reliquias 
construentes vili fabricati sunt opere 
ipsi frequentant quae utique domus 
tria hominum simul ut fertur capere 
potest. Ad. Sane. Ord. Ben., smc. iii. 
pars li. p. 524. 
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the treaty with Omar had at that time been broken, or even 
infringed upon. All that had then been done was to build 
the Mosque el Aksah, which stood within the precincts 
of the Temple, which had been assigned to the Saracens 
by the treaty. 

Unless, indeed, we can put on one side the whole account 
of the Holy Places as given by Arculfus, it amounts to as 
absolute a proof as could well be afforded, either that the 
Dome of the Rock was described by him under the denomina- 
tion of the Anastasis, or that it did not exist when he was at 
Jerusalem in the year 700. 

I must not, however, weary you with long quotations 
from unfamiliar authors, and you must for the present be 
content with assertions, which I make with the perfect 
knowledge that nothing will be so easy as to contradict 
them, and refute all arguments based upon them, if I am 
wrong. 

I am not an Arabic scholar myself, but Sir Henry Rawlinson 
had the kindness to place his unrivalled library at my disposal. 
I employed a competent scholar to abstract and translate all 
those passages he could find bearing on Jerusalem. I care- 
fully examined these, and compared them with all that has 
been published and translated, and the result of the whole is 
a firm conviction in my mind that down to the age of Abd el 
Malek, and later, the Mahometans knew perfectly what were 
the limits of the Temple; that their Sakhra was in the 
vaults or substructures of that building ; and that they neither 
built nor pretended to have anything to do with the building 
we now know as the Mosque of Omar. 

Of course in the loose and rambling narratives of Oriental 
historians there are many passages which may be read as 
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applying to any state of matters, and it is not always easy to 
distinguish between what are quotations and what assertions 
of the authors; but still the general result is clear and 
distinct enough, and, from all I know, the impression in my 
mind is that the Mahometans knew perfectly what the limits 
of the Temple were, and that their Sakhra was covered by 
the Mosque el Aksah.* 

There is still, however, another mode by which the accu- 
racy of the knowledge of the position and dimensions of 
the Temple, possessed by the people of that age, may be 
tested. 

If any one will take the trouble of restoring the plan of 
the Temple of Herod, from the description of Josephus and 
the Talmud, he will be able to fix the position of the centre 
of the altar within a very few feet either way. Having done 
this, if he will draw a line east and west through the altar 
and the Holy of Holies, he will find that it cuts the centre of 
the Jews’ Wailing-place. Now, we know that the Jews had 
access to the Temple area in the time of Constantine, and, 
when driven forth, they naturally sought the spot nearest to 
the Holy Place to lament over it. They must have known 
then exactly where it was — and there we find them at this 
hour. 

If, on the other hand, we draw a line north and south 
through the same altar, we cut the kibleh of the Aksah ; and 
according to the Mahometan authors recording the events of 
Omar’s visit, we find that he ordered the kibleh to be placed 
behind the Sakhra, in order that those who pray there may 
have before them the kibleh of Mecca, and not that of Jeru- 

* The bulk of the passages bearing I my work on the Ancient Topography 
on this subject are quoted at length in I of Jerusalem, p. 130 et seq. 
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salem : because, he added, the Prophet has not ordered us to 
turn to the rock Sakhra, but towards the Caaba. 

It is, therefore, interesting to find the kibleh of the Aksah 
exactly behind the site of the Altar of the Jews, and is, 
amongst others, a tolerable evidence that the site of that 
altar was known when the mosque was built. 

What Abd el Malek apparently did, was to increase the 
Mosque of Omar (woodcut No. 16) northward, so as to include 
the Sakhra, or what he supposed to be it, within its walls.* 


♦ Auxit Templum ita ut petram 
inferret in Templi Adytum. El 
Macin, p. 69. The same words occur 
in Eutychii Annales, ii. p. 364. The 
expression, it may be added, is wholly 


devoid of meaning if applied to a 
circular building with the Sakhra in 
the centre of it. No augmentation of 
circle is required to include its central 
point 
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In the argument I have just addressed to you, I am afraid I 
must plead guilty to having led you by a side road, or long 
way round, before bringing you to the point at which I 
wished you finally to arrive. But if, in doing so, I have 
presented to you some clearer views than you before 
possessed of the celebrated Temples of the Jews, you will 
perhaps excuse the digression. 

At the same time, I think you can hardly fail to see the 
direct bearing of the argument on the question as to who 
built the Dome of the Rock. I trust that the argument 
which I have laid before you has made it clear — 1st, The 
Temple of Herod was a building 600 feet square, neither 
more nor less ; 2nd, That it was situated in the south-west 
angle of the Haram area ; 3rd, That both the Christians and 
the Moslems knew perfectly well, in the seventh century, 
what the dimensions of the Temple were, and where it was 
situated. 

If this be so, it is perfectly certain that the Saracens knew 
that the Rock which now occupies the floor of the so-called 
Mosque of Omar was outside the sacred precincts of the 
Temple, and, consequently, they could not, for this reason 
alone, besides all the others above adduced, have enshrined 
it in the splendid edifice that is now the principal architec- 
tural ornament of Jerusalem. 

The Temple of the Jews was a sacred spot to the Moslems, 
because their Prophet had started thence on his night jour- 
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ney to heaven, and had noticed it with honour and reverence 
in the Koran. They also respected it because they hoped 
at that time to rally the Jews under their standard, and to 
convert them to Mahometanism. 

In consequence of this, Omar first built a mosque* within 
its precincts; and Abd el Malek, in the 72nd year of the 
Hejira, a.d. 691, completed the Mosque el Aksah within 
its sacred boundaries. The mosques of the Mogrebins and 
the Malakites were afterwards built, all within the 600 feet 
I have assigned to its limits. The idea of their going 
outside what was known to be the Temple area to build a 
second mosque, in direct violation of the treaty so recently 
concluded with the Christians, is not only most improbable 
in itself, but is contradicted by all we learn from both the 
Christian and Mahometan histories of the period. 

If, then, the Dome of the Rock was not built by the 
Saracens, it must have been built by the Christians ; there 
are no third parties in the field who could have done it. If 
this be so, I would again ask, what church did Constantine 
or any other Christian priest or monarch build in Jerusalem 
over a great rock with one cave in it, but the Church of 
the Holy Sepulchre ? 

Till a reasonable answer is given to this question the 
arguments of my opponents halt. And no attempt has yet 
been made to reply to it, or to supply its place with any 
satisfactory suggestion. 

In conclusion, let me add that I first took up the question 


* The real Mosque of Omar still 
exists adjoining the S.E. angle of the 
Aksah, as shown in woodcuts No. 7 
and No. 16. The name, as applied to 
the Dome of the Rock, is simply a 


mistake of the Christians; by Ma- 
hometans, that building is known as 
Kubbet es Sakhra, or " Dome of the 
Rock.” 


I 2 
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on architectural grounds, which seemed to me at the time, as 
they do now, quite sufficient to settle it. Feeling, however, 
that others might not have the same implicit faith in that 
form of argument, I next investigated it historically. Lastly, 
putting both these aside, I took it up on the topographical 
grounds I have just been explaining to you. These are 
three very distinct and separate roads, but they all lead 
direct to the same point. 

Turn it and twist it which way I would, whatever path I 
attempted to pursue, I have never been able to escape the 
conviction that the first conclusion I arrived at was the only 
correct one. I do not mean to assert that the question is with- 
out difficulties, the road always without ruts or roughnesses ; 
but I do assert that, so far as I can judge, an immense pre- 
ponderance of evidence, from whatever point it is viewed, 
is in favour of the conclusion that the building known as 
the Dome of the Rock at Jerusalem is the identical church 
which Constantine built over what he believed to be the 
Sepulchre of Christ. 
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Extract from the Itinerary of the Bordeaux Pilgrim . Circa a.d. 333. 

From a MS. in the Library at Verona. 1 Revue ArchSologique 

August, 1864. 

“ Ibi etiam constat cubiculus in quo sedit (Solomon) et sapientiam 
discripsit Ipse vero cubiculus uno lapide est tectus. Sunt ibi et 
scepturia magna aequae subterraneae et piscinae magno opere edifi- 
catae et in aedem ipsam ubi templum fuit quem Salomon aedificavit 
in marmorem ante aram sanguinem Zacchariae ibi dicas hodiae 
fusum, etiam parent vestigia clavorum militum qui eum occide- 
runt per totam aream ut putes in ceram fixum esse. Sunt ibi 
et statuae duae Hadriani. Est et non longe de statuas lapis 
pertusus ad quem veniunt Iudaei singulis annis et unguent eum 
et lamentant se cum gemitu et vestimenta sua scindunt et sic 
recedunt. Est ibi et domus Ezichiae regis Iudae. Item exeun- 
tibus Hierusalem ut ascendas Sion in parte sinistra et deorsum 
in valle iuxta murum est piscina quae dicitur Siloa, habet qua- 
driporticum et alia piscina grandes foras ; haec fons sex diebus 
atque noctibus currit, septima vero die est sabbatum in totum 
nec nocte nec die currit In eadem ascenditur Sion et paret 
ubi fuit domus Caifae sacerdotis, et columna adhuc ibi est in qua 
Cbristum flagellis cederunt Intus autem intra murum Sion 
parit locus ubi palacium habuit David et septe synagoge quae 
illic fuerant una tantum remansit relique autem arantur et 
seminantur sicut Esaias propbeta dixit Inde ut eas foris murus 
de Sion euntibus ad portam Napoli tanam ad partem dextram 
deorsum in valle sunt pariter ubi domus fuit sive praetorium 
Ponti Pilati ubi dominus auditus est antequam pateretur: ad 
sinistra autem parte est monticulus Golgutta ubi dominus cruci- 
fixus est. Inde quasi ad lapidem missum est cripta ubi corpus 
ejus positum fuit et tercia die surrexit: ibidem modo iusso 
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Constantini imperatoris basilica facta est, id est dominicum, mire 
pulcbritudinis habens ad latus excepturia unde aqua levatur et 
balneum a tergo ubi infantes labantur.” 


APPENDIX B. 

Extract from an anonymous Description of the Holy Places , published 
by Dr. Titus Toller , from a Codex in the British Museum. Cot- 
tonian Lib. Titus. 

Incipit Descriptio Sanctorum Locorum. 

“ I. Si quis ab occidentalibus partibus Jerusalem adire voluerit, 
solis ortum semper teneat et hierosolymitani loci oratoria ita 
inveniet, sicut hie notata sunt. 

“II. In Jerusalem est cubiculum uno lapide coopertum, ubi 
Salomon sapienti® librum scripsit, et ibi inter templum et altare 
in marmore ante aram sanguis Zacharies fusus est. Inde non 
longe est lapis, ad quern per singulos annos Judeei veniunt et 
unguentes eum lamentantur et sic cum gemitu recedunt. Ibi 
est domus Ezechi®, regis Juda, cui ter quinos annos ad vitam 
Dominus dedit. Deinde est domus Caiph®, et columna, ad quam 
Christus ligatus, flagellatus, ceesus fuit. Ad portam neapolitanam 
est prestorium Pilati, ubi Christus a principibus sacerdotum 
judicatus fuit. Inde non procul est Golgotha vel Calvaries locus, 
ubi Christus, filius Dei, crucifixus fait, et primus Adam sepultus 
ibi fait, et Abraham ibi Deo sacrificavit Inde quasi magni(o) 
lapidis jactu versus occidentem est locus, ubi Joseph ab Arima- 
thia Domini Jesu corpus sanctum sepelivit. Ibi est ecclesia a 
Constantino rege speciose fabricata. A monte Calvari® sunt 
XIII pedes ad medium mundi contra occidentem; a sinistra 
parte est career, ubi Christus carceratus fuisse narratur. In 
dextra parte sepulchri prope est monasterium latinum in 
honorem sanctes Marias virginis, ubi ejusdem domus fuit. In 
eodem monasterio est altare, ubi Maria, mater Domini, stabat, 
et cum ea soror ejus Maria Cleophe et Maria Magdalena dentes 
dolentesque, quia in cruce Dominum videntes. Ibi dixit Jesus 
matri su® : Mulier, ecce filius tuus ; discipulo : Ecce mater tua. 
Ab hoc loco, quantum potest arcus bis mittere sagittam, in 
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orientali parte est templum Domini a Salomon© factum, in quo 
a justo Simeon© praesen talus est Christus. In dextra parte hujus 
templi Salomon templum suum sedificavit et inter utrumque 
templum porticum speciosam struxit oolumnis marmoreis. In 
sinistra parte est probatica piscina.” 

The editor’s remark on this, is “ Wenn nun ein kleiner theil 
der beschreibung des Innominatus auf ein hohes alter vor dem 
einfalle der Perser zuriickschliessen lasst, so unterliegt es dem- 
nach keinem zweifel, class der andere und zwar grossere theil 
hochstens im 11 jahrhundert geschrieben wurde ” (p. 243). 

No one familiar with the subject or the localities would 
probably be found to dispute this conclusion of Dr. Titus 
Tobler’s. The whole description, from the beginning down to 
the words “ In dextra parte sepulchri,” is so nearly identical with 
the narrative of the Bordeaux Pilgrim (Appendix A), as to leave 
no doubt but that the two are describing the same state of things, 
and about the same time. The mention of the Templum Domini 
and the Maria Latina in the latter part of the extract proves 
that it could not have been written before the 12th century, 
inasmuch as the name Templum Domini was first applied to 
the “ Dome of the Bock ” by the Crusaders, and was not known 
before they reconsecrated that building to Christian worship, and 
the monastery of Maria Latina equally belongs to that age. 

The remainder of the narrative, referring to other locaHties 
about Jerusalem, seems also to belong to the latter date, but has 
no referenoe to our present subject 

The point which makes this MS. valuable is the fixation of 
the site of the “ Porta Neapolitana.” The Pratorium of Pilate 
certainly was the Turns Antonia. At all events even those who 
contend for the present tradition must admit that it was east- 
ward of the Arch of Eooe Homo. The Porta Neapolitana, which 
was attached to it, must consequently have been one of the gates 
of what is now known as the Haram Area, and the testimony of 
the MS. seems equally clear that the Church of Golgotha, and 
the Anastasis, were then within that sacred enclosure. In so far 
as such evidence can decide a case of this sort, it appears to be 
conclusive, and ought to be considered as final. 
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APPENDIX C. 

Inscriptions on Dome of Rock. 

The following is a copy of this inscription in the original French, 
as translated by the Comte de Vogii6 and M. Schefer, both of 
whom are scholars perfectly competent to the task. The corre- 
sponding English passages will easily be found in Sale’s or any 
other translation of the Koran. 

The important passage on which they rely for a date is the 
following : — 

“ A construit cette coupole le serviteur de Dieu Abd [Allah el 
Imam el Mamoun], prince des croyants, l’ann^e 72. Que Dieu 
l’ait pour agr^able et soit content de lui. Amen.” 

The words between brackets De Vogii6 asserts are a falsification, 
A1 Mamoun’s date being 198-218 Hegira. It is to be presumed 
however that those who wrote the name could read the date, and 
it is most strange, to say the least of it, that the proper date 
should not have been inserted, if it was done during the reign and 
by order of that Chalif ; if done, as I suspect, during the reign of 
Saladin, the writers may have wished to combine as well as to 
obscure the two traditions. 

What is important to know here is that there is a falsification 
in this part of the inscription ; others must settle how it was 
introduced. 

To proceed, the next passage is — 

“Louange a Dieu! II n’a pas de fils. II ne partage pas 
l’empire de l’univers. II n’a pas besoin d’aide. Public ses gran- 
deurs (17, 111). 

“ Le ciel et la terre sont son domaine ; il donne la vie et la 
mort. Sa puissance extend sur toute chose (57, 2). 

“ 0 vous qui avez re 9 u les Ecritures, ne sortez pas de la foi, ne 
dites de Dieu que la v^ritA J6sus est le fils de Marie, l’envoy6 
de Dieu et son Yerbe ; Dieu l’a fait descendre dans Marie, il est 
son souffle. Croyez en Dieu et ses envoyes. Ne dites pas qu’il y 
a une Trinity en Dieu, cette croyance vous sera meilleure. Il est 
un. Gloire a lui ! Comment aurait-il un fils ? Tout ce qui est 
au ciel et sur la terre est a lui ; il se suffit a lui-meme (4, 169). 
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“ La gr^ce de Dieu est sur ton apostolat, J6sus fils de Marie ! 
La paix sera sur moi au jour de ma naissance, au jour de ma 
mort, et au jour de ma resurrection, a dit Jesus, vrai fils de Marie, 
celui sur lequel ils eievent des doutes. Dieu ne saurait avoir 
de fils ; lou6 soit son nom ! II parle, et ce qui n’^tait pas est 
Dieu est mon Seigneur et le vdtre, adorez-le ; c’est le chemin du 
salut” (19, 34, 37). # 


APPENDIX D. 

Description of the Dome of the Bock by Theodericus , a.d. 1172. 

“ Ipsum denique templum inferius octogonum esse manifestum 
est; inferius usque ad medium spatium nobilissimo marmore 
omatum et a medio usque ad superiorem, cui tectum incumbit, 
limbum musivo opere decentissime decoratum. Ipse vero limbus, 
circulariter per totum templi ambitum circumducfcus, banc con- 
tinet scripturam, quae, a fronte vel ab occidentali introitu 
incboans, secundum solis circuitum sic est legenda, in fronte: 
Pax cetema ab cetemo poire sit huic domui ; in secundo latere : Tem- 
plum Domini sanctum est . Dei cultura est. Dei sandificaiio est ; in 
tertio latere ; Hcec est domus Domini firmiter cediftcaia ; in quarto 
latere : In domo domini omnes dicent gloriam ; in quinto : Benedicta 
gloria Domini de loco sancto suo ; in sixto : Beati , qui habitant in 
domo tua, Domine ; in septimo : Vere Dominos est in loco suo sancto , 
et ego nesdebam ; in octavo : Bene fundaia est domus Domini super 
firmam petram. Prueterea versus orientem juxta beati Jacobi 
ecclesiam columna qusedam musivo opere in muro depicta est, 
supra quam talis est descriptio facta : Columna romana. Superior 
autem mums angustiori circulo, fomicibus interius sustentatus, 
circumducitur, qui, plumbeum gestans tectum, in summo gran- 
dem pilam et super earn crucem deauratam habet stantem. Per 
quatuor januas intratur et exitur, unaquseque janua suam de 
quatuor mundi plagis respicientem. Subsistit autem ipsa ecdesia 
quadra tis fomicibus YIII, columnis XYI, cujus muri et ccelatura 
musivo opere nobiliter sunt decorata. Ambitus vero chori qua- 


* De Vogiie, * Le Temple de Jerusalem,’ p. 85. 
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tuor habet fomices sive pilaria et octo columnas, qu® interiorem 
muram, cum ipsius testudine in altum porreota, gestant. Super 
ipsos autem chori arcus linea in circuitu circulariter porrigitur 
banc ex ordine continens scripturam Dornus mea domus oreUionis 
vocatur , dicit Dominus, In ea omnis , qui petit , accipit , et qui qucerit , 
invenit, et pulsanti aperietur. Petite et acdpieti t, quasrite et invemetis. 
In superiori vero circulo similiter circumduoto had c contmetar 
scriptura: Audi, Demine , hymnum et orationem , qmm servus turn 
oral coram te, Demine, ut sint oculi tui aperti et aures tuce intentea 
super domum istam die ac node. Despice , Demine, de sanduario tuo 
et de excelso cademm habitaado. In introitu proinde chori altare 
in honore beati Nicolai habetur ferreo pariete inclusum superius 
limbum habente et hanc scripturam continente, in fronte : Anno 
miUesimo C° 1°, indicta quavta, epada XI; in sinistro latere: Ab 
Antiochia capta XLIIII. Jerusalem LXIII ; in dextro latere: 
Tripolis LXIL Berytus LXI. Ascalona XI anni . Verum versus 
orientem ad latus chori locus ferreo pariete januas habente cir- 
cumseptus omni veneratione dignus habetur, in quo Dominus 
noster Jesus Christus, ad templum cum oblatipne sua XL 0 nati- 
vitatis sum die delatus, a parentibus oblatus est, quern ad templi 
ipsius introitum senex Simeon in ulnas suscepit et ad locum obla- 
tionis detulit, in cujus loci fronte hi versus sunt desoripti : — 

“ Hie FU1T OBLATUS REX REGUM VIRGINE NATUS. 

QUO LOCUS ORNATUR, QUO SANCTUS JURE VOCATUR. 

Juxta eundem locum vix uno remotus cubito lapis ille situs est, 
quern Jacob patriarchs supposuerat olim capita suo, super quern 
dormiens scalam ad ccelos vidit erectam, in qua descendentes et 
ascendentes angelos vidit, et dixit : Vere Dominus est in loco isto, et 
ego nesciebam. In cujus loci fronte isti continentur versus : — 

“ CORPORE SOPITUS, SED MENTE JACOB VIGIL INTUS 

HIC VIDIT SCALAM, TITULUM DIREXIT AD ARAM. 

M Hinc per orientalem portam ad capellam beati Jacobi apos- 
toli, fratris Domini, intratur, ubi idem, de templi pinna praecipi- 
tatus et, fullonis fuste cerebro confracto, ab impiis Judaois 
pei emtus, primo in valle Josaphat templo contigua sepultus et 
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poetea a fidelibus in enndem locum relatus honorific©, ut eum 
deouit, sepultures traditus est, super cujus sepulchrum hoc 
scriptum est epitaphium : 

“Die, LAPIS ET FOSSA: CUJUS SUNT, QUJ3 REGIS OSSA? 

Sunt Jacobi justi. Jacet hic sub tegmine busti. 

Est autem ipsa ecclesiola rotunda, inferius latior, superius 
angustior, columnis YIII sustentata et picturis optime deoorata.* 
Redeuntibus ab ipsa etiam per eandem portam, retro ostium 
ipsius portae, ad sinistram quadrangulus quidam occurrit locus in 
lato et longo quinque habens pedes, in quo Dominus stans et ubi 
esset interrogatus in Jerusalem, quam in medio orbis sit am 
asserunt esse, respondit et hoc : Locus ille Jerusalem appellatur. 
Item retro idem ostium e regione preedicti loci seu versus aqui- 
lonem alius occurrit locus illas continens aquas, quas Ezechiel 
propheta vidit de templo a latere dextro. Redeuntibus in eccle- 
siam majorem ad meridiem juxta chorum, immo sub ipso choro 
ostium paret, per quod gradibus fere XLY in cryptam intratur, 
ubi scribee et pharisaei mulierem in adulterio deprehensam addu- 
xerunt ad Dominum Jesum earn accusantes, cui pius magister 
peccata remisit et a condemnatione liberavit. Quo exemplo pere- 


* The chapel here described either 
is the Dome of the Chain, or a building 
which stood where it now stands. If 
Theodericus is as minutely correct in 
his description of this as he is of the 
larger building, it is certain that the 
building we now see must have been 
entirely remodelled by the Saracens 
since his day, and its appearance 
would certainly justify such an hypo- 
thesis. The tradition in the text, 
however, raises another and much 
more important question. Why was 
St. James buried here? On what 
possible hypothesis could such a tra- 
dition have arisen, except it was 
known that the Dome of the Rock 
was the tomb of his brother? If it 
had been suspected that the larger 


building had been erected by the 
Saracens, or that it covered the altar 
of the Jews, or even that it stood 
within the Temple precincts, would 
St. James have been buried there, or 
a chapel erected in his honour on 
that spot? If, on the contrary, it 
was known that the larger building 
was the tomb of Christ, nothing could 
be more natural and proper — as the 
text expresses it — than that his brother 
should have his sepulchre in juxta- 
position. 

The Tomb of St. James is now 
transferred back to the Valley of 
Jehoshaphat, to the rock-cut sepulchre 
of the family of Hezir.— De Vogue, 
Temple de J&ruealem , p. 44. 
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grin is indulgentia ibidem dari solet. Habet autem ipsa ecclesia 
fenestras inferius XXXYJ, superius XIIII, quae simul junctae 
faciunt quinquaginta, et est in honore nostr® dominae sanctae 
Marias consecrata, cni etiam principale altare articnlatum est. 
Ipsa quoque ecclesia a beata Helena regina et ejus filio Constan- 
tino imperatore fertur esse fundata. Videamus ergo, qnoties vel 
a quibus ipsnm templum aedificatum fuerit sive destructnm. 
Sicut legitur in libro Regum, primus rex Salomon templum 
Domini divina missione magnis impensis aedificavit, non rotundum, 
uti nunc conspicitur, sed oblongum, quod usque ad tempora 
Sedechiae, regis Judae, permansit, qui captus a Nabuchadenasor, 
rege Babyloniorum, in Babyloniam captivus adductus est, et cum 
eo Juda et Benjamin captivati similiter in terram Assyriorum 
translati sunt. Mox Nabuzardan, princeps coquorum ipsius, in 
Jerusalem cum exercitu veniens templum et civitatem ipse cre- 
mavit, et haec prima ejusdem templi fait eversio. Post LXX 
autem captivitatis annos reversi ad terram Juda filii Israel, 
ducibus Zorobabel et Esdra, cum favore et permissione Cyri, 
Persarum regis, idem templum in eodem loco reaedificaverunt et, 
quoad melius potuerunt, omaverunt. In reaedificando autem 
templo et civitate una, ut fertur, manu lapides, alia propter 
gentilium circummanentium assiduas infestationes gladios tene- 
bant Haec ergo secunda fait templi reeedificatio. Postea eadem 
civitas, ut in gestis Machabaeorum legitur, ab Antiocho, rege 
Syria?, etsi non penitus, tamen ex maxima parte vastata est, 
omatus templi penitus destructus, sacrificia prohibita muri diruti 
et quasi in solitudinem tarn civitas, quam templum redactum est. 
Quod postea Judas Machabaeus et fratres sui cum adjutorio 
divino, fagato Antiocho ejusque ducibus de Judaea propulsis, 
reaedificaverunt et renovaverunt, et reparato altari sacrificia et 
oblationes, sicut prius, sacerdotibus disppsitis instituerunt. Haec 
quoque templi tertia fait restitutio, quae usque ad tempora per- 
mansit Herodis, qui, ut Josephus refert, contradicentibus licet 
Judaeis, hoc templum solo dejiciens majori et sumptuosiori opere 
aliud instituit. Et haec quarta templi reeedificatio fait, quae 
etiam usque ad tempora Vespasiani et Titi perduravit, qui, 
expugnata omni provincia, tarn civitatem, quam templum fun- 
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ditus everterunt. Et haec quarta templi fait eversio. Post hoc, 
ut paulo ante dictum est, Hoc templum , quod nunc videtur , ad 
honor em Domini nostri Jem Christi ejusque pice genitrids ab Helena 
regina et ejus filio imperatore Constantino , constructum est* Et haec 
etiam quinta templi fuit restitutio.” — Theoderici libeUus de Lock 
Sanctis , editus circa a.d. 1172, edited by Dr, Titus Tobler. St. Gallon, 
1865. Pp. 38 to 46. 

APPENDIX E. 

The following are the two passages of the Talmud which refer to 
waterworks under the Jewish altar, as translated by Constan- 
tine FEmpereur de Oppyck. — ( [Elzevir edition ofMiddoth. Leyden , 
1630.) 

Chapter III., Section 2. 

Cornu autem inter Occidentem et Austrum habebat duo foramina 
instar duarum narium exilium: per quae sanguis sparsus cum 
super pulvinum sive fundamentum Ocddentale turn super funda- 
mentum Australe descendebat et miscebatur uterque sanguis in 
canale ac effluebat in torrentem Kedron. 

Section 3. 

Inferius in pavimento ad idem cornu erat locus quadratus 
unius oubiti ubi tabulae marmoreae annulus infixus erat qua 
descendebant in foveam sive camarinam eamque purgabant, 
PraBterea ascensus erat ab Austro altaris 32 cubitorum cujus 
latitude 16. habebatque foramen in parte occidentali ubi effunde- 
bant sanguinem super pulvinum occidentalem et pulvinum meridio - 
nalem per quos defluens deinde miscebatur ac tandem effluebat 
eo etiam projiciebant rejeotanea sacrificia pro peccato ex avibus 
disumpta. 

* To this Dr. Tobler adds : “ Eine lautet, Templum Sancti Sepulchri, 
nicht minder merkwiirdige stelle per S. Helenam est ®dificatum in 
findet sich im ausserste seltenen Biich- Monte Moria ut traduut Judaei.” 
lein des ungarischen Pilger Gabriel The only disinterested witnesses in 
aus dem 1514 (Compendiosa quedam the case. P. 194. 
descriptio urbis Hierusalem die also; 
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APPENDIX F. 

Locality of Zion in Early Write** 

From ‘ Notes and Queries ,’ March 7, 1866. 

Mr. Fergusson says (Smith’s * Dictionary of the Bible,* i. 1026), — 

“ It cannot be disputed that, from the time of Constantine downwards to the 
present day, this name (Zion) has been applied to the western hill [rather* 
south-western hill] on which the city of Jerusalem now stands, and in fact 
always stood.’* 

As Mr. Fergusson, who makes this statement, earnestly main- 
tains that Zion was the eastern hill, it is natural that others, 
including those who advocate the same opinion, should assume, 
from his not having stated it, that there is no evidence later than 
the time of Constantine for supposing Zion to be the Temple 
Hill ; hence the point has not, it seems, been properly investi- 
gated. It will hardly be thought any want of respect to 
Mr. Fergusson if it be supposed that he has not the same 
acquaintance with early patristic writers that he has with 
architecture. That it has been generally applied to the south- 
western hill (on which part of the city stands) is certain, but in 
and from the time of Constantine this has not been universal. 

Eusebius, in his ‘ Life of Constantine,’ seems to make Zion the 
south- western hill; but he appears to do this by mystically 
applying the name to the side of the valley opposite to the 
Temple Mount. I rely on him as a witness that the hill on 
which the Temple had stood was then known as identical with 
Zion. Eusebius says (In Esaiam xxiL), — Suov fib yap opos icrrlv 
xsjrqXov, i<f> o® 6 vco>s rov $€ov ai KoSofirjro . (Montfaucon, Collectio 
nova Pairum , ii. 441 b .) 

Epiphanius, in the latte rpart of the 4th century, thus iden- 
tifies Zion with the eastern hill, on which the fortress (axpa) 
had stood (north of the Temple, on the same ridge, be it re- 
membered). In speaking of Golgotha he says , — avrixpvs yap 

€<TTl TO TOV *EAatO)V09 OpOS w/r^XoTCpOV, KCU &TTO (TTJfl€L(JJV OKTQJt Y) Ta/3oUj)V 
w/nyAoTan/' aAAa Mat yj axpa yj ttotI b Stay, vuv & Tfirfitlcra^ teal airnj 
wfnrjXoripa \nrrjp\€ rov tottov. (Epiph., Pcuiarium , ed. Petavii, i. 394 d , 
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ed. Dindorf, ii. 415.) Probably for <n yi€Mv oktu) we should read 
<rrj/x€L<t)v 7 T€vt€ (c instead of rf ) ; for this would be about the 
distance to Neby Samwil, the only place, it seems, that could be 
intended. It may be worth mentioning that Origen in the third 
century identified Zion with the Temple mountain. He says 
(In Johan., tom. xiii. 12), ol 8c *Iov8ai ol to 2ta>v Oetov n v€vojju.k6tcs 
.... #cai 8ta tovto ev avra> (OKoSo/xrjaOcu rov vaov vjto tov 2 oXjo/juovtos 
keyovo-i. (Ed. De la Rue, iv. 222 d .) 

As every locality connected with Jerusalem is so earnestly 
discussed, every contribution in the way of evidence has its value. 
I believe that the passage from Eusebius and that from Epipha- 
nius have never been brought forward before on this subject; 
at least I do not remember to have seen them, and I noted them 
in the course of my own patristic studies. 

Many who do not at all agree with Mr. Fergusson in his 
strange theory as to the site of the Holy Sepulchre being where 
the Mosque of Omar now stands, fully hold that the Zion of 
Scripture was the eastern hill, the fortress (“ City of David ”) 
occupying the northern part ; amongst these I may mention the 
Rev. J. F. Thrupp, in his ‘ Antient Jerusalem,’ 1855, and Mr. 
Lewin, in his ‘ Sketch of Jerusalem,’ 1861. 

S. P. Tregelles. 

Plymouth. 


APPENDIX G. 


117, Jermyn Street , S.W. 

My deae Sik, March ’ 1865 * 

It may almost be inferred from the Scripture itself, that 
the site of the Crucifixion was just north of the Temple. In 
the Epistle to the Hebrews it is argued that the greater sin 
offerings, which were burned without the camp, were typical 
of our Saviour, who also suffered here ; a resemblance which is 
much more meaning if we suppose the scene of the Passion to 
have been the Place of the Skull, marked by the remains of 
the victims so burnt. Nothing can be more natural than to 
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suppose a place close outside the Temple wall set apart for the 
purpose. 

In Ezekiel xl. we find that the sacrifices were slain and 
washed at the north gate, where also the priests who had 
charge of the altar resided. 

Yours truly, 

H. Brandreth, 
Fellow of Trin. Coll., Cambridge . 


APPENDIX H. 

The following answers to a string of nine objections to my 
views about Jerusalem, which appeared in the ‘Quarterly 
Review* in October last, were published in the ‘Athenaeum’ 
journal of the 21st January of this year. Neither the objections, 
nor consequently the answers, are of much importance ; but it 
may be as well to reproduce them, as illustrations of the class of 
arguments that have been usually employed in this controversy. 
It is always perfectly easy to answer them, but unfortunately 
hardly ever possible to do so in such a form that the objection 
and the answer shall reach the same class of readers. 

Mr. Lewin, for instance, in his ‘Sketch of Jerusalem,* p. 
146 et seq , ., publishes a list of thirteen similar objections. It 
would be as easy to give a categorical reply to each and all of 
them, as to those of the Quarterly Reviewer. But where ? and, 
after all, cm bonof Not one of these objections touches the real 
points at issue, nor are they such as would be put forward by 
any one who grasped the true scope and significance of the 
argument. It is hardly worth while wasting one’s strength in 
skirmishing with the outposts, while the two armies are lying 
opposite one another in battle array, awaiting the real issue 
which must decide the victory. 

Assertion 1, p. 404. — Nothing is historically more certain 
than that the Church of the Resurrection was again and again 
burnt down and destroyed by the Moslems.” 

Answer . — El Hakem did bum and destroy the Basilica of 
Constantine, sometimes called the Church of the Holy Sepulchre, 
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and no trace of it is left, except in the Golden Gateway ; but 
there is absolutely no hint in any author, Christian or Mahom- 
etan, that I know of, that the Moslems either burnt or destroyed 
the Anastasia or Tomb of Christ To have done so would have 
been considered nearly as great a sacrilege by the Mahometans 
as by the Christians. Hence its preservation to this day. 

Am. 2. — “ For this Basilica and chapel of Golgotha Mr. Fer- 
gusson’s imagination is alone responsible.” 

Ant. — The Basilica is minutely described by Eusebius (Vita 
Constantini, iii. 25 et teq.). Arculfus describes the “ Golgo- 
thana Eoclesia ” as “ pergrandis Ecclesia orientem versus ” (Act. 
Sanct., ssec. iii., par. ii., p. 546), as we learn from Antoninus 
(ch. xix.), 400 feet distant from the Anastasia. The “ quatuor 
Eoclesim” are mentioned three separate times by the monk 
Bernhard (Act. Sanct, seec. iii., p. 524), by Eutychus (ii. 219). 
Plans are given and special descriptions of the four by Arculfus 
(loco cii .). 

Am. 3. — “ We do not believe there could have been a burying- 
place not more than 200 feet north of the great gates of the 
Temple.” 

Ant. — There was no external gate of the Temple on the north, 
and Josephus says (Bel. J., V. vii. 3), “ While John and his 
faction defended themselves from the tower of Antonia and from 
the northern cloister of the Temple, and fought the Romans 
before the tomb of Alexander,” &c. It is, therefore, certain that 
there were tombs at the spot indicated, which is also confirmed 
by Ezekiel xliii. 8, 9, and Nehemiah iii. 16. 

Am. 4. — “ The cave under the Sakrah was not a sepulchre. 
Dr. Pierotti has proved it was a cesspool.” 

Ant. — Dr. Pierotti has not established his right to be quoted 
as an authority on this or any other question. It would be easy 
to prove the untenableness of this filthy hypothesis, but the 
conditions under which I write force me to refrain from argu- 
ment. 

Am. 5. — “ Solomon and Herod would not have cooped up ” (on 
the top of a hill !) “ the Temple into a comer where there was 
barely room for it to stand.” 

K 
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Am. — Reasons are given in the Bible why David chose the 
threshing-floor of Araunah for the site of the Temple. The 
building erected by Solomon, with its appurtenances, covered 
exactly one-eighth of the area of the Temple afterwards erected 
on the same spot by Herod. If there was room for the larger, 
a fortiori there was abundance of space for the smaller, and that 
determined the site. 

Ass. 6. — “ A deep fosse strengthened the northern fortifications 
of Antonia and the Temple.” 

Am. — I obtained, through the Editor, the reference to this. 
It is Bel. J., I. vii. 3. In this passage Josephus was speaking 
of the Temple of Zerubbabel before the Antonia or that of Herod 
was commenced. The last-named king doubled the extent of 
the Temple (Bel. J., I. xxi. 1), when the fosse was necessarily 
filled up and included within the precincts. The reviewer, 
consequently, is quoting a passage which refers to a state of 
affairs which had ceased to exist long before the siege of Titus. 

Ass. 7. — “ The Jews fought the Romans at Bezetha, from 
Antonia and the Northern Cloister of the Temple.” 

Am. — The reference to this I also obtained through the 
Editor. It is Bel. J., V. vii. 3. The word Bezetha does not 
occur in the passage, nor is there the remotest allusion to it It 
is a mere misquotation of the reviewer, like the previous one. 

Ass . 8 . — “The Bordeaux Pilgrim, a.d. 333, in proceeding 
towards the Nablous Gate, had the church on his left hand,” &c. 

Am. — There is no authority for his assumption that the Porta 
Neapolitana was the Damascus Gate. It seems more probable 
that it was the gate of the “ New City.” Till this is settled, no 
argument can be based upon it. 

Ass. 9. — “Mr. Fergusson is the sole authority for the marvel- 
lous transmigration of the Sepulchre from Moriah ” (who placed 
it there ?) “ to the present site ! ” 

Am. — Gibbon, in a note to Chapter LIX. of his History, says, 
“ The clergy artfully confounded the Mosch or Church of the 
Temple with the Holy Sepulchre, and their wilful error has 
deceived both Yeriot and Muratori.” 
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APPENDIX I. 

The Temple of Herod and the Sepulchre of Christ. 

From ‘ The Reader 8th April , 1865. 

Sir, — My attention has been called to your admirable report of 
Mr. Fergusson’s late Lecture ; and it has revived the deep interest 
I feel, in common with every thinking man, in the Temple of 
Herod and the Sepulchre of Clmst. I join the two, for to my 
mind they are inseparable, and with your permission I will tell 
you how. 

I am not unacquainted with the mediaeval and modern lite- 
rature of those holy places ; but, after all, I felt obliged to go 
back for satisfaction to the original records in Greek of Josephus, 
Eusebius, and Socrates. Of Mr. Fergusson I have no personal 
knowledge whatever, but I gladly offer my independent testi- 
mony, such as it is, to the truth of his views. I believe that 
from those authors alone it can be proved that the so-called 
Mosque of Omar stands over the spot of the Sepulchre, and the 
Mosque el-Aksa on the site of the Temple. 

To take the Temple first. Josephus has so repeatedly asserted 
that tho Temple of Herod was four-square, and that each side 
was a stadium, or 600 feet, from out to out, that no words need 
be wasted on that point. Now, the Haram within which it stood 
is very extensive, being not 600 feet square, but oblong, about 
1520 feet along the east wall, and something more along the 
west ; and about 930 feet along the south wall, and something 
more along the north. For reasons which will be seen by and 
bye, the Temple could not have stood in the centre of this large 
Haram, or in either of its angles but that of the south west ; for, 
besides the reasons which will be seen hereafter, there only is 
the Jews’ Place of Wailing at the stones of the Temple — there, 
evidently, was the bridge leading from the king’s palace to the 
royal cloisters of the Temple— and there, lastly, on two sides of 
the angle, the allotted 600 feet of the Temple are clearly defined. 

In what follows I have tried in vain to vary to any good 
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purpose the account I have already given in the appendix to 
‘ What I saw in Syria, Palestine, and Greece so that, if you 
think proper, I will reproduce it here with a few additional 
remarks. 

Before I proceed, however, I had better guard your classical 
readers against the errors of Yalesius in his commentary on 
Eusebius. One will be sufficient to show his character. The 
new church at Jerusalem, built by Helena at the expense of 
Constantine, and so attributed to either, was called “ The New 
Jerusalem,” says Eusebius. Helena named it “ New Jerusalem,” 
says Socrates. That is quite a mistake, says Yalesius ; for what 
is meant is, that Helena, having first built the new city of 
Jerusalem opposite the old city, went and did so and so (p. 228 
of his notes on Eusebius). 

I now go on to observe that, when Herod built the Temple on 
the site of the former one, he walled in at the same time a space 
of ground adjoining it of equal dimensions altogether with the 
Temple itself : rov vaubv €7r€(TK€va(T€, kcu ttjv wept avrov avercixuraTO 
X<opav rrjs ovarfi 8«rAaorav. (Josephus, JBell. i. 21, 1.) 

He also built a fortress for the Temple, and called it Antonia. 
It stood, says Josephus, at the north-western comer of the 
Temple area, and communicated with the cloisters of the Temple 
by means of staircases ; *H 8c *Avr<avla Kara ytoviav Svo otowv ckcito 

TOV TTpWTOV Upov , TtyS 7 T/DOS k<nr€paV KCU TT 79 7TpOS SfiKTOVy K. T. X. (Bell. 

v. 5, 8.) 

The shape of Antonia must have been long and narrow : long 
from south to north, and narrow from east to west : for mention 
is made of Titus casting a mound during the siege against that 
part of the north cloister wall — Kara tt/v fiopaov oroav — (Bell. vi. 
7 ) — which the fortress did not touch. 

The area of Antonia with its cloisters was about half that of 
the Temple, and ran the whole length of the remainder of the 
western wall of the Haram, terminating at its north-west angle. 
Its cloisters, being 500 ft. long, and — with the intervening court 
— 200 ft. broad, made up the circuit of cloisters allotted by 
Josephus (Bell. v. 5, 2) ; for he says — speaking of the Temple 
cloisters as well — 7ras kvkXos avrw cfe oraSwvs <njv€/ierp€iro t 
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wtpiXafiPavo/Acvrjs teal ttjs 'Arreovtas. The remainder of the allotted 
area, being about 420 ft. long by 200 broad, was occupied by the 
Fortress itself. 

So that here, in the entire area of the fortress Antonia, is 
about one half of the additional space of 360,000 square feet (the 
space occupied by the Temple) enclosed by Herod ; and the other 
half — with a fraction over — lay between the east side of the 
Temple and the wall. 

It is thus clear that, a.d. 33, the Holy Rock stood in the 
country, at some little distance outside the fortress Antonia, and 
the wall of the Temple, with its dyke, to the north of the latter. 
It stood on a space of ground entirely open to the country, with 
no obstructions whatever beyond the ordinary enclosures of 
gardens and cemeteries in the suburbs of a city. And so it con- 
tinued till ten or eleven years after the Crucifixion. Then it was 
that Agrippa did such great things by extending the walls of 
Jerusalem. For the population had increased to overflowing; 
and houses had begun to creep up the hill to the north of the 
Temple, beyond the circle of the ramparts, and so were quite 
naked and exposed. In order, therefore, to protect them, he 
built a new wall enclosing the hill Bezetha. This wall made a 
sharp angle at the north, and, running in a direct line to the 
dyke of the north wall of the Temple (called the Kedron dyke, 
from its opening eastward to the brook Kedron), it there joined 
the old wall of Herod to the east of the Temple : ra> dpx ;ata> Trcpi- 
fioXu) (rwamrov €ts ttjv K cfyxova KaXovjXfvrjv <f>apayya KariXrjyw. 

Tovro rrj irpoaKrurOuari ttoXcl 7T€pu0rjK€y ’Aypwnras, rjirip rjv 7ra<ra 
yv/i vrj. (Bell. v. 4, 2.) Not only so. The fortress Antonia, as we 
have seen, ran along the west wall of the Ilaram to its north-west 
angle, and there terminated. In order to separate the fortress 
from the hill Bezetha and its new town, Agrippa dug a deep 
trench (which doubtless extended to the new wall at the east), 
and thus greatly increased the height and security of Antonia. 

So Bezetha was designedly cut off from Antonia bpvypxvn paQd- 
$iera<f>peu&rj yap o>s p.rj r<3 Xo^xt) awawroures ol Bep-ekioi rrjs 

'Avrcovtas dnrpoviToi tc ctcv kcu rjrrov vxjrqXol. hto Srj Kal wAcwttov 
v\j/os rots irvpyois 7rpo<r€6t6or to fiaOos tov rd^pov. (Bell. v. 4, 2.) 
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But aU this took place eleven years after the Crudfixion , when, 
with the exception of those unprotected houses which had begun 
to creep up the hill, the whole country to the north and north- 
east of the Temple was open and exposed : fprtp rjv 7raura yvfxvrj. 

There, then, in a garden outside the city and Temple walls 
altogether, stood the Holy Bock by itself. It did not stand as it 
does now, with flights of steeps around it leading up with archi- 
tectural effect to any building placed over it, and then with other 
steps leading down of necessity to the cave within it. We will 
suppose the steps taken away altogether, and the Bock standing 
out by itself, with an easy access to the cave, on the level plat- 
form of the garden. We will suppose, further, within a stone’s 
throw of it, a small rounded hill in the shape of a skull, and the 
public pathway of the city running near it. We wiU go still 
further, and assume for the present that that little hill is Gol- 
gotha, and the cave of that rock the Sepulchre of Christ. 

Thus consecrated by the most momentous ovent that ever 
occurred, what became of this Bock, with its Sepulchre of Christ, 
after that ? For three hundred years the whole city, with its 
suburbs, was in the hands of the heathen, who besieged it, and 
burnt it, and levelled it, walls, towers, Temple and all, with the 
dust ; and then rebuilt it, and called it by another name. And 
the very name of Jerusalem was long forgotten, and the actual 
spot of the Sepulchre of Christ was for ages blotted out from the 
knowledge of man. 

Upon this point the language of the early historians is too 
plain to admit a doubt In the fourth century, when Constan- 
tine and his mother Helena had become Christian, she had a 
dream which impelled her to go to Jerusalem. “ And she 
searched diligently,” says Socrates, “ for the sepulchre in which 
Christ was buried and out of which He arose, and with great 
difficulty, and by God’s help, finds it koI p.o', crvv ®€<3 

8k evpurKu. The difficulty was briefly this : Seeing that they who 
regarded the things of Christ honoured His Sepulchre after His 
death, they who abhorred the things of Christ covered the spot 
with mounds of earth, and built over it a temple to Venus, and 
set up her image, in order to do away the memory of the spot 
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altogether ; and up to the time of Helena’s visit the design was 
successful : ’ firj 7 tolovvt€S p.vr)p.T)v rov roirov tovto fiev ovv iraXai 
rpov\wp€L. (Socrates, Ecd . Hist. i. xvii.) 

And so speaks Eusebius of the long success of their infamous 
scheme : r<ov aOiwv teal hvavtfiay avSpwv ra Kara aXrjOeias /ir)\a- 
vrjfiaTa fiaKpois Trapemvcro xpovois. (Eusebius, Vit. Const . iii. 26.) 

The truth is that the undissembled design of heathendom, with 
intervals of contemptuous toleration, was, by means such as this, 
utterly to root out even the name of Christianity from the earth. 
They persecuted and tortured and slew its resolute believers, and 
threw down its churches, and burned every copy of the Scrip- 
tures that could be found. (Eusebius, Ecd. Hist . viii. 2.) Had 
they succeeded in this last most deep and Satanic object, aU, 
humanly speaking, would have been over. But God in His 
mercy willed otherwise ; and Constantine became Christian, and 
hidden copies of the Scriptures came forth, and churches were 
rebuilt, and the Sepulchre of Christ, the author of our faith, was 
brought to light. Nor was that all. It matters not which of 
the royal house, mother or son, built that church over the Holy 
Hock. The New Jerusalem was built face to face with the cele- 
brated one of old:* rj via Kareoxcira^cro 'lepovaakrjp., avrurpoo-wiros 
rrj 7r aXm /3o(i)fiivr). (Eusebius, Vit. Const, iii. 33.) 

And so Socrates: “On the very spot of the Sepulchre the 
Emperor’s mother built a magnificent house of prayer, and called 
it New Jerusalem, having made it face to face with that desolate old 

one.” OLKOV fX€V CVKTjjpiOV €V T(S TOV pLVrjpLCLTOS T07T0) 7 ro\\)T€\r} KGLT£(T- 

Kcvaxrev *lipov<ra\rjp. re viav hrn wop-a/rev, 6lvt nrpocriDTrov rrj 7raA aiy 
£K€lvjj sal KaraXfX£ip.p.ivrj Troirjaaxra. (Socrates, Ecd . Hist. i. 17.) 

The church thus built was called “ New Jerusalem,” a symbol 
of the Church of Christ ; the Temple of Herod, “ Old Jerusalem,” 
a symbol of the Church of the Jews. 

The conclusion to me was irresistible. When I stood, as I 
did, by the Holy Rock in the Haram, looking south, I stood on 
the site of the Church of Constantine, face to face with the site 
of the Temple of Herod. 

Your obedient servant, 

Lois Weedon Vicarage , S. Smith. 

April 4, 1865. 
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APPENDIX J. 

The Mosque at Hebron. 

During my recent excursion in Palestine I visited the Mosque at 
Hebron, and had an opportunity of examining that long-closed 
sanctuary with more care than has been permitted to any one in 
modem times. A brief description of it may therefore be con- 
sidered as an appropriate appendix to this account of the Temple 
and Holy Sepulchre at Jerusalem. 

The conditions under which I obtained admission to the mosque 
are detailed at some length in a letter I wrote to the ‘ Times ’ on 
my return, and which was published in that journal on the 
28th November last. The circumstances were amusing enough, 
and in some respects very gratifying, but hardly of such a nature 
as to justify a record beyond the columns of the Ephemeridse, 
and need not, therefore, be repeated here. One remark on them 
is nevertheless requisite in order to explain the sequel. How- 
ever pleasing a “ state and festival ” occasion of this sort may be, 
it is singularly unfavourable to calm investigation or to careful 
examination of the details of any building. During the whole 
time I was in the mosque I was surrounded by a magna catena, 
consisting of aU the magnates of the place civil and military, and 
all the priests and servants attached to the mosque. All these 
showed the greatest desire to be civil to me, and to point out 
everything important in their eyes, though these frequently 
were not the objects which appeared the most so to me, I, on 
the other hand, was nervously anxious to do nothing which 
might hurt their feelings or offend their prejudices, and I never 
could quite make up my mind how far I might go, nor how long 
a time I might be allowed to stay. 

Under these circumstances it will be perfectly understood 
that the plan and section now submitted are mere sketches, and 
do not pretend to any merit, except to being better than any 
others hitherto published. Indeed I cannot but feel that, putting 
them forward now, I am exposing myself to a “ frightful expo- 
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sure ” from any traveUer who, with more leisure and better 
opportunities, is enabled to make a really correct plan of the 
building, and to examine it with the requisite care. I have, 
however, no sympathy with those who, from fear of a little 
personal inconvenience, shrink from publishing such knowledge 
as they possess, after having taken every available means of 
satisfying themselves of the correctness of their investigations. 
All this plan pretends to be is that it is better than its prede- 
cessor. No one wiU rejoice more than I shall, when it is super- 
seded. 

The principal result of my examination was that I ascertained 
with certainty that there was nothing inside the enclosure older 
than the time of the Crusades. The Gothic building which occu- 
pies the whole of the southern end was certainly erected either in 
the last half of the 12th or first half of the 13th century. The 
Saracenic buildings are all subsequent to this, and there remaihs 
nothing fnow which can be ascribed to the Byzantine or any 
earlier period. 

The most disappointing result was that I could not discover 
any means of access to the cave below, except through the small 
circular hole in the floor. Nor can I now feel sure whether 
any such exists at the present day, though my personal convic- 
tion is that none is now to be found. 

The circumstances under which Abraham, more than 3600 
years ago, purchased the cave of Machpelah from Ephron the 
Hittite are so minutely recorded in the 23rd chapter of Genesis, 
and are so familiar to every one, that they need not be repeated 
here. It is the oldest record we possess of any such transaction, 
and there does not seem a shadow of a reason for doubting 
that it took place precisely as recorded ; and as little for not 
believing but that the cave now enclosed in the Haram area at 
Hebron is the identical sepulchre so purchased, and in which the 
bodies of the patriarchs and their wives were afterwards buried. 

From the time of the transaction described in the Book of 
Genesis tiU after the Christian era, we lose all sight of these 
remarkable sepulchres. Neither in the Bible nor in any profane 
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author is there the slightest allusion to them, so that we are left 
to conjecture the state in which they may have been when the 
present enclosure was erected. Judging from analogy, we may 
assume that they were left untouched and unadorned, guarded 
only by the respect of the descendants of the patriarchs for the 
memory of those buried within them. 

From what we know of the modes of burial among the Jews, 
and such indications as we afterwards receive, we gather that 
the patriarchs were laid in loculi cut in the sides of a natural cave, 
the body being protected by a stone, closing the mouth or side 
of the loculus , in which it was laid. There is no reason for 
supposing that any special precautions were taken to preserve 
the bodies from decay. They were probably wrapped, as was 
usual, in a winding-sheet, and placed in the grave without a 
coffin, though it may be with spices which would prevent the 
smell from being offensive during the first period of decay. 

If such were the case, a few years would suffice to dissolve their 
bodies into the original dust. In a century or two no trace of 
them would be found. And consequently, when the cave was 
enclosed within the splendid wall that now surrounds it, it was 
in honour of the memory, not of the bodies of the patriarchs, 
that it was erected. 

The only exception to this might be the body of Jacob, which 
was embalmed in Egypt, and might consequently be expected to 
last as long as those we now find in that country ; but it is more 
than doubtful if the best-preserved Egyptian mummy would last 
one thousand years in an open natural cavern in the moist and 
variable climate of Palestine. Long before the Christian era he 
too must have become an undistinguishable heap of dust. 

It is now fabled that Joseph rests here also, but we know that 
his mummy was deposited at Sichem, and the burial of this 
patriarch here rests wholly on a later tradition. According to 
an older one, Adam was buried at Hebron. A later one required 
that Adam should be buried under the cross at Golgotha, and 
Joseph seems then to have taken his place here, a tradition 
which the Saracens seem blindly to have adopted. 

The first author who mentions these sepulchres after the 
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writer of Genesis is Josephus. His account is painfully short 
and unsatisfactory. All he says is, “ It is said that Abraham, 
the progenitor of the Jews, inhabited this city (Hebron), after 
he migrated from Mesopotamia, and from it went to Egypt with 
his children. Their monuments {fivr^fitia) are to be seen in this 
city at the present day, made of beautiful marble and carved in 
the most elegant manner.” (B. J., IY. ix. 7.) 

What Josephus here refers to are evidently cenotaphs in the 
form of marble sarcophagi ; and as the introduction of these stone 
coffins into Judaea was certainly due to the Romans, we may 
guess pretty nearly what their form was. But the curious part 
of the narrative is that there is no hint of the existence of the 
stone enclosure. No one can suppose that it was erected after the 
siege of Jerusalem by Titus : it consequently must have existed 
in his day ; and it is by no means clear why so careful a chro- 
nicler of the architectural doings of his countrymen should omit 
all mention of one of the most remarkable buildings they ever 
erected. 

Still less is there any reason to suppose it was erected by 
Solomon, to whom tradition as a matter of course ascribes it, or 
to any of the earlier Jewish kings. The Temple which Solomon 
built at Jerusalem, of which the Jews boasted so much, was 
insignificant, as compared with this, as an architectural pro- 
duction, and no early writing or tradition ascribes the Hebron 
enclosure to him or to them. 

Though the result only of negative evidence, what little we 
learn from history would lead us to believe that the external 
wall belongs to the great building epoch of Herod ; and a com- 
parison with what we find in Jerusalem and elsewhere, which 
certainly belongs to that age, confirms this deduction in every 
particular. 

The substructions of the Temple at Jerusalem, especially on 
the west side, at the Jews’ Wailing-place, are identical with this 
iii all their masonic forms ; and there are near the Holy Sepulchre 
some remains which are of the same age as the Wailing-place, 
but which have also the offsets and buttresses which characterize 
this specimen. The stone at Hebron is better and harder than 
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at Jerusalem, which gives it a fresher and newer look ; but on 
the whole there seems no reason for doubting that these several 
examples belong to the same building epoch. 

I was enabled to ascertain the dimensions of this most ancient 
part of the building with very tolerable precision. It measures 
198 feet north and south, and 112 feet east and west, from angle 
to angle externally. The longer faces have 16 pilasters, the 
shorter 8. Each of these is 3 feet 9 in. wide, while the spaces 
between them measure 7 feet. The angle pilasters are each 
9 feet 6 inches, which is the width of the minarets at the 
alternate angles. The exact thickness of this wall is more 
difficult to determine. The entrance doorway is revetted with 
marble, and otherwise so encumbered that the original masonry 
cannot be seen. In the annexed plan the thickness has been 
assumed at 7 ft. 6 in., which is probably rather- under than over 
the truth. 

After the period when this great enclosure wall was erected, 
we again lose sight of the building for more than 300 years. 
The next mention we have of it is in the Itinerary of the Bor- 
deaux Pilgrim, a.d. 333, and what he says does not add much 
to our knowledge. He describes the square enclosure as built of 
stones of great beauty (mirae pulchritudinis), within which are 
buried Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, with their wives. There is 
no mention there of either Adam or Joseph. Antoninus, about 
600 a.d., is almost equaUy uncommunicative, only that he adds 
Joseph to the other three patriarchs, and says that a basilica is 
built there “ in quadriporticus,” whatever that may mean, with 
an atrium uncovered in the centre. At that time the enclosure 
seems to have been divided by a railing in the centre, one side 
appropriated to the Chiistians, the other to the Jews, who at 
that period seem to have had equal access to the graves of their 
forefathers. 

The most detailed account we have in that age is by Arculfus, 
about the year 700 a.d. In his day Adam was the fourth patri- 
arch, but he was not buried inside the cave, but outside, in the 
earth, “because the Lord had said. Dust thou art, and shalt to dust 
return.” In consequence of this “ he was not laid in a stone 
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sepulchre cut in the rock ” (non in saxeo in petra exciso sepulchro 
super terrain ut ceteri de semine ejus honorati quiescunt, sed in 
terra humatus terra tectus); from which we gather that the 
three others were placed in loculi cut in the sides of the cave, 
though how arranged it is extremely difficult to understand. 

If the cenotaphs now on the floor of the church at all represent 
the arrangements below, the patriarchs were buried at the outer 
edge of the cave, their wives towards the inside, unless indeed 
the cave was entered from the north ; but this supposition is 
contradicted by the geological formation of the rock, in so far 
as we can at present judge. Each of the graves, Arculfus informs 
us, had a tombstone or cenotaph placed over it of the size of 
the grave, but wrought into the form of a shrine (quasi ad formam 
alicujus Basilicas parvas memorias fabricatas). These probably 
were the marble monuments which Josephus describes ; but 
whether they were in the cave or on a floor above it, as they are 
now, is b} r no means clear. 

The sepulchre of Adam at that time seems to have been that 
now said to be occupied by the bones of Joseph. W hen the 
Christians repossessed Jerusalem they interpreted literally the 
tradition that the cross stood over the grave of Adam; so it 
became necessary to transfer his sepulchre to that locality. The 
tradition was then renewed of Joseph having been buried here, 
though the Bible certainly would lead us to believe that his 
mummy rests at Sichem. 

The historians of the time of the Crusades add very little to 
our knowledge of this sanctuary. Indeed it is more than doubt- 
ful whether the two principal authorities, Saewulf in 1102 and 
Benjamin of Tudela in 1163, ever visited the locality, and did not 
describe it merely from hearsay. The former certainly blunders 
when he first makes Adam rise from the dead in consequence 
of the blood of Christ which fell on him from the cross, and then 
buries him at Hebron, though there he only describes the graves 
of the three, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, with their wives, and 
mentions the sepulchre of Joseph where we now find it, outside 
the Hararn. We may therefore doubt whether he saw “ each of 
the three monuments like a great church, with two sarcophagi in 
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each, one for the man and one for the woman.” What we learn 
from Benjamin was that Abraham had already been canonized 
under the title of St. Abraham, and we know that a very few 
years afterwards (1167) Hebron was erected into a see under 
that title. 

Since its recovery by the Saracens, 1187, the entrance to the 
sanctuary has been practically closed to the outside world ; and 
so far as our knowledge extends, the cave itself has never been 
accessible even to the true believers. It is at least quite certain 
that no Mahometan author, and they are tolerably numerous, 
pretends to have visited it himself, though many of them report 
at secondhand the stories of those who assert that they have 
been more fortunate. Jelal ed Deen,* for instance, relates how 
one Abu Bekr, having presented 4000 dinars to the mosque, 
claimed permission to enter. The priests put him off month 
after month, till the winter set in and the snows closed the 
roads, when consequently there were no pilgrims or strangers 
about. They then took him to a spot between the tombs of 
Abraham and Isaac — where the present opening is — and raised 
the pavement, when he descended seventy-two steps with a man 
named Saluk, &c. In the cave he saw the patriarchs lying in 
the flesh on their tombs, with splendid beards; and tells of 
other wonders, which make it certain he either never descended, 
or invented what he is reported to have seen. 

The story told in Quatremere’s 4 Histoire des Sultans Mam- 
louks de Makrisi,’ vol. ii. p. 239, is more to the purpose. It is 
there related that, a poor idiot having fallen through the hole 
that now exists in the floor, a servant of the neighbourhood de- 
scended and rescued him. He relates also how several eunuchs 
descended the same way into the cave, though they brought 
back very little satisfactory information. f These and various 
other passages seem to make it clear that no other entrance than 
the opening in the floor is known to exist in modem times; 


* Translated by Reynolds, p. 361. 
f The story told by Makrisi is con- 
firmed in every particular by Mejr 


ed Deen as translated by Yon Ham- 
mer, 4 Fundgruben des Orients,* vol. ii. 
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whether the priests have any other means of access is not 
known. If they have, they have hitherto kept it a profound 
secret, not only from Christians, but from their co-religionists. 

There is one other passage in Jelal ed Deen (p. 359) which it 
may be worth while quoting, as showing what was the belief of 
educated Moslems on this subject in the 15th century. “ Abra- 
ham,” he says, “ was buried over against Sarah ; Isaac was buried 
there over against Rebekah ; Jacob was buried at the gate of the 
Tomb Cavern; Leah over against Jacob. Then the sons of 
Jacob and Esau with his brethren met together, saying, Let us 
keep the doors of the cave open, and bury therein whosoever dieth 
amongst us. Some dissension ensuing, one of the brethren of 
Esau was enraged and killed one of the sons of Jacob. Then 
the others struck Esau, and knocked off his head in the cave. 
They carried away his trunk and buried it without the head, 
leaving the head in the cave. This they then closely blocked 
up, and put tombstones, inscribed, ‘ This is the tomb of Abra- 
ham/ &c. Then they closed up the entrance. All those that 
came thereto went round the spot and missed it, so that no one 
could find it till the Greeks came. They opened the gate, and, 
entering, built a church. Afterwards, God giving victory to 
Islam, the Moslems seized all the sacred buildings and destroyed 
the church.” 

If this means anything, it would lead us to believe that the 
entrance was then at the north, between the tombs of Jacob 
and Leah, which is the impression obtained, as above stated, 
from the disposition of the graves. But on the whole it seems 
more probable that those who placed the cenotaphs on the floor 
of the mosque, where we now find them, had no knowledge of 
the disposition of the tombs below. Perhaps there are no 
means of ascertaining it, or it may be, that, like mediaeval ists 
in general, they were utterly careless on the subject. 

What we do learn from the Mahometan historians — especially 
Makrisi and Mejr ed Deen — is, that the buildings round the 
courtyard containing the cenotaphs of Abraham and Sarah, as 
well as those of Jacob and Leah, were erected (a.h. 732), a.d. 
1331, by Sultan Mohammed ibn Kalaon, and the tomb of Joseph 
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by the Emir Jaghmuri, a.d. 1393 — all the Mahometan buildings 
in the enclosure falling within the limits of the 14th century. 

All this, however, throws no light on what is the most in- * 
teresting architectural problem connected with this mosque, 
after the determination of the age of the Herodian enclosing 
wall. No history or description which has yet been cited gives 
any hint as to the erection of the Gothic building which occu- 
pies the whole of the southern end of the Haram. When I first 
saw it, I jumped to the conclusion, a little too hastily perhaps, 
that it belonged to the early part of the 13th century. Judg- 
ing from the progress and form of that style in Italy and the 
south of France, where that peculiar variety of it alone is found, 

I was no doubt correct, and, on looking over the data, am 
inclined to believe I placed it rather too early than too late. 
It has been pointed out, however, that the Crusaders never 
obtained possession of Hebron after the end of the first Latin 
kingdom of Jerusalem (1187). We are therefore forced to 
adopt one of two hypotheses, — either that the development of 
the style was so much more rapid in the East than in the 
West as to admit of its being squeezed into the twenty years 
during which the bishopric of St. Abraham lasted (1167-87) ; or 
to assume that it was erected by a Christian architect for the 
Mahometans after the time of Saladin. 

Judging from what took place at Constantinople some three 
centuries afterwards, there is no d priori improbability in the 
last supposition. The mosques erected there are purely Byzan- 
tine in form and detail, and were erected by Christian architects 
for their new masters. The same may have happened here; 
besides that the mosque is in many respects unlike a church. 
It has no choir or apse ; its orientation — about which in Pales- 
tine they were particular in those days — is wrong ; and there are 
other points about it which can scarcely be made to tally with 
the idea of its having been originally designed for Christian 
worship. 

On the other hand, De Vogue’s researches (‘ Eglises de la 
Terre Sainte ’) do show an early development of the style, 
which, if his later dates are to be depended upon, would render 
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not very improbable the supposition that it might belong to the 
latter half of the 12th century. If it does, we must admit that we 
borrowed not only the pointed arch, but the Pointed style, from 
the East, to a greater extent than we have hitherto been willing 
to aUow. Pending further information on the subject, I confess 
I feel inclined to adopt the assertion of Jelal ed Deen above 
quoted, and to believe that the Mahometans destroyed the 
church of the Christians, and erected this building perhaps out 
of its ruins. 

Much of the interest that would attach itself to the date of 
this building is lost from the circumstance of its insignificance 
in an architectural point of view; and had it been found any- 
where else, it would scarcely have attracted any notice. Even 
now, it is more with reference to the progress of Pointed archi- 
tecture in the East than as regards the Tomb of Abraham that it 
is desirable that the question should be somehow settled. 

Its dimensions are not considerable : it measures only 70 
feet from the entrance door to the mihrab, and this space is 
divided into three very unequal pier arches — the first 25 
feet from centre to centre of the columns ; the next 30 ; 
and the last to the south only 15. In the other direction 
it measures about 95 feet — the side aisles being 30, the 
central 35 feet in width. The four pillars are clustered; the 
one at least that I drew, consisting of twelve shafts. These 
support a flat rib stretching across from wall to wall, as usual 
in Italian Gothic ; and between them is the usual intersecting 
vault, which in the centre aisle admits of a clerestory range of 
windows, amply sufficient to light the interior in that climate 
— almost more, indeed, than is required at present, as the whole 
has been carefully whitewashed, and so repeatedly as to obliter- 
ate the more delicate mouldings, whose character might serve to 
fix the date. To the height of about six feet the walls all round 
are wainscoted with marble slabs of Saracenic design, and placed 
there, Makrisi tells us, in 1331.* 


* See also ‘ Fuudgruben,’ loc. sup. cit. 
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The tombs — or more properly the cenotaphs— of the patriarchs, 
which are now shown, are built up of stone in the usual form 
of those found in the regal mausolea at Constantinople and 
elsewhere. They are covered with vails of rich silk embroidered 
in gold, in very elaborate and beautiful designs, and which 
entirely hide the structure they cover. The name of the person 
in whose honour the cenotaph was raised is embroidered in 
the centre of each. A similar cenotaph exists at Jerusalem in 
honour of David, in the church on Sion called the Coenaculum. 
Its coverings are richer and more elaborate than those at 
Hebron, but of the same general character and design. 

The tombs of Abraham and Sarah, as well as of Jacob and 
Leah, are each in small apartments by themselves, outside the 
mosque. The places of honour are reserved for Isaac and 
Eebekah, who occupy prominent positions in the centre of the 
mosque, under elaborate canopies, either of marble or of painted 
wood — I failed to ascertain which — and certainly look far more 
important than any of the others, though why this should be so 
is difficult to explain. 

Under the pier arch, between the tombs of Abraham and 
Isaac, is an opening in the floor, circular in form, and about 
eighteen iuches in diameter. This is shown as the only opening 
or means of access to the cave below ; and taking into consider- 
ation all I heard on the spot, all that history tells us, and all 
the circumstances of the case, I am inclined to believe it is so. 
Still, this is just one of those points on which a traveller situated 
as I was, may be misled. I can only say, I looked everywhere, 
and saw no trace of any other opening, and no credible witness 
has recorded his knowledge of any other since the time of the 
Crusades. 

The impression left on my mind was, that originally there 
must have been an entrance to the cave from the exterior, in the 
centre of the west wall, where shown on the plan, and I requested 
the Rev. Mr. Barclay, of Jerusalem, if he had an opportunity, 
to try and verify this conjecture. I heard from him a few days 
ago. In a letter dated 23rd February he states, “That the 
greater part of the wall in the Killa is so encumbered with 
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buildings, that it is impossible to make any satisfactory examin- 
ation of the great bevelled stones; nor will this be possible,” 
he adds, “ till the time comes when it may be effected by the 
removal of the masonry, &c.” This he looks upon as possible, 
“ as the feeling of fanaticism seems to have lessened very much 
in Hebron. One of the Sheiks accompanied me into the Killa, 
and boys brought me lights without any objections being made.” 

If, however, the above historical indications are to be relied 
upon, it is at the north end, and not in the western front, that 
the entrance should be looked for. 

Notwithstanding this, the geological indications of the lay of 
the strata are so distinct, that the balance of evidence seems to 
indicate that the original entrance to the cave was somewhere 
near where indicated on the plan. 

Among the minor objects of interest connected with the 
mosque, the most beautiful is the pulpit, which stands on the 
right of the Mihrab against the south wall. According to a 
Cufic inscription* on the border of the stairs, it was completed 
a.h. 484 (a.d. 1091), for a mosque at Askalon, but brought here 
by Saladin after the recovery of the place by the Moslems. As 
a specimen of wood-carving, it surpasses anything I ever saw of 
its class. There is a pulpit in the Aksah at Jerusalem, about 
eighty years more modem than this one, and, though still good, 
inferior in many respects to this. The specimens of carving 
most like it, that I am acquainted with, are the celebrated gates 
prepared for the tomb of Mahmoud of Guznee, which are of the 
same age and style, but the patterns are larger and bolder. 
Every part of this pulpit is carved and ornamented, and with 
a variety of detail and exquisiteness of finish which surpass all 
the other examples of that age which have yet been brought to 
light. 


* It would be extremely interesting 
if the form of these Cufic characters 1 
could be compared with those of the 
inscriptions in the Dome of the Rock 
at Jerusalem, given above, as copied 


by De VogU6, in Appendix C. It is a 
subject on which I speak with the 
utmost diffidence, but they seemed to 
me nearly identical. 
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A Greek inscription was pointed out to me — said to be Hebrew! 
— built into the wall. It was carefully whitewashed and difficult 
to decipher, and did not look as if it contained any interesting 
information or dates, so I did not waste any time upon it, and 
am now glad that I did not, as I find that a copy of it was 
obtained by Mr. Schultz, the Prussian consul, and given by him 
to Lieut. Newbold, who published it in the ‘Journal of the 
Royal Geographical Society* (vol. xvi. p. 337). It may not be 
quite correctly copied, and some of the names are probably 
misspelt, but this is of very little consequence, as it merely 
contains an invocation to St. Abraham to bless and protect 
certain individuals at whose expense the inscription was 
engraved. It probably is of the age of Justinian or thereabouts. 
Close by it is an Arabic inscription, likewise built into the 
wall. "What it contains no one seemed to know. Is it the 
inscription quoted by Jelal ed Deen, p. 361 ? It scarcely can 
contain any historical information, or it would have been 
deciphered long ago, and given to the world. 

The history of the Cave of Machpelah, in so far as I am able 
to make it out, seems therefore to be nearly as follows : — 

The cave seems to have been left open, protected only by its 
own sanctity, like so many other sepulchres in Judeea, till about 
the time of the Christian era. 

During the great Herodian period of prosperity and archi- 
tectural magnificence, the present Haram wall was built, enclos- 
ing — not only the cave — but the rock in which it was excavated. 
To this period also, in all probability, belong the sepulchres and 
cenotaphs of white stone or marble mentioned by Josephus. 

It seems probable that a church was erected within the enclo- 
sure about the time of Justinian, and then that other shrines 
were placed on the upper level, over those which remained 
below. If so, it was at this period that the doorway at the 
back, by which access is now obtained, was broken through. 

Nothing of these buildings now remains. The oldest erection 
now standing — within the enclosure — is the Gothic building at 
the south end. This certainly was not erected before 1167, nor 
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later than 1262 — most probably, more nearly approaching the 
former than the latter period. 

The Moslem buildings surrounding the Court all belong to 
the 14th century. 

Since then, nothing has been added but whitewash and red 
paint. 

I may add, that my impression is, that there is no access to the 
cave from the level of the floor of the mosque, except by the small 
aperture, about eighteen inches across, between the tombs of 
Abraham and Isaac. But this evidence is necessarily only 
negative. I saw no opening, and was told it did not exist. 
But the mats on the floor may have concealed it, and the priests 
may knowingly have deceived me. 

If looked at from a merely architectural point of view, the 
result is on the whole, it must be confessed, somewhat disap- 
pointing, but every particular must be of interest which concerns 
one of the oldest burial-places regarding which we have any 
authentic contemporary record, and regarding whose inmates 
we have such a homefelt interest as all feel towards the earliest 
patriarchs of the Jewish race. 
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BORROWS (George) Bible in Spain; or the Journeys, Adventures, 
and Imprisonments of an Englishman in an Attempt to circulate the 
Scriptures in the Peninsula. 8Yols. Post 8vo. 27s. ; or Popular Edition, 
16mo, 3s. 64. 

Zincali, or the Gipsies of Spain; their Manners, 

Customs, Religion, and Language. 2 Yols. Post 8vo. 18s.; or Popular 
Edition, 16mo, 3s. 6 d. 

Lavengro ; The Scholar — The Gipsy — and the Priest. 

Portrait. 8 Yols. Post 8vo. 80s. 

Romany Rye ; a Sequel to Lavengro. Second 

Edition, 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 21s. 

BOSWELL’S (James) Life of Samuel Johnson, LL.D. Includ- 
ing the Tour to the Hebrides. Edited by Mr. C&okkr. Portraits. Royal 
8vo. 10s. 

BRACE’S (C. L.) History of the Races of the Old World. Designed 

as a Manual of Etymology. Post 8vo. 9s. 

BRAY’S (Mrs.) Life of Thomas Stothard, R.A. With Personal 
Reminiscences. Illustrated with Portrait and 60 Woodcuts of his 
chief works. 4to. 

BREWSTER’S (Sir David) Martyrs of Science, or the Lives of 

Galileo, Tycho Brahe, and Kepler. Fourth Edition. Fcap. 8vo. 4s. 6 d. 

More Worlds than One. The Creed of the Philo- 

sopher and the Hope of the Christian. Eighth Edition. Post 8vo. 6s. 

Stereoscope : its History, Theory, Construction, 

and Application to the Arts and to Education. Woodcuts. 12mo. 
6s. 64. 

Kaleidoscope: its History, Theory, and Construction, 

with its application to the Fine and Useful Arts. Second Edition. 
Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 6s. 6 d. 

BRINE’S (Capt.) Narrative of the Rise and Progress of the Taeping 

Rebellion in China. Plans. Post 8vo. 10s. 64, 

BRITISH ASSOCIATION REPORTS. 8vo. York and Oxford, 

1881-82, 13s. 6 d. Cambridge, 1833, 12s. Edinburgh, 1884, 16s. Dublin, 
1886, 13s. 6d. Bristol, 1836, 12s. Liverpool, 1887, 16s. 64. Newcastle, 
1838,16s. Birmingham, 1839, 18s. 64. Glasgow, 1840, 16s. Plymouth, 
1841, 13s. 64. Manchester, 1842, 10s. 64. Cork, 1843, 12s. York, 1844, 
20s. Cambridge, 1845, 12s. Southampton, 1846, 15 s. Oxford, 1847, 18s. 
Swansea, 1848, 9s. Birmingham, 1849, 10s. Edinburgh, 1860, 16s. Ipswich. 
1851, 16s. 64. Belfast, 1852, 16s. Hull, 1863, 10s. 64. Liverpool, 1864, 18s. 
Glasgow, 1855, 16s.; Cheltenham, 1856, 18s.; Dublin, 1867, 16s. ; Leeds. 
1868, 20s. Aberdeen, 1869, 16s. Oxford, 1860, 25s. Manchester, 1861, 
15s. Cambridge, 1862, 20s. Newcastle, 1863. 


Digitized by Google 




6 


LIST OF WORKS 


BRITISH CLASSICS. A New Series of Standard English 
Authors, printed from the most correct text, and edited with notes. 
8vo. 


Already Published. 

I. GOLDSMITH’S WORKS. Edited by Pktkb Cunningham, F.S.A. 

Vignettes. 4 Vols. 80s. 

II. GIBBON’S DECLINE AND FALL OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE. 

Edited by William Smith, LL.D Portrait and Maps. 8 Vols. 60#. 

III. JOHNSON’S LIVES OF THE ENGLISH POETS. Edited by Pstn 

Cukninhham, F.S.A. 3 Vols. 22#. 6 li. 

IV. BYRON’S POETICAL WORKS. Edited, With NOtep. 6 WO Is. 45s. 

In Preparation. 

WORKS OF PORE. With Life, Introductions, and Notes, by Rev. Whit- 
wkll Elwin. Portrait. 

HUME’S HISTORY OF ENGLAND. Edited, with Notes. 

LIFE AND WORKS OF SWIFT. Edited by John Forstkb. 

BROUGHTON’S (Lord) Journey through Albania and other 
Provinces of Turkey in Europe and Asia, to Constantinople, 1809—10. 
Third Edition. Illustrations. 2 Vols. 8vo. 80s. 

Yisits to Italy. 3rd Edition. 2 vols. PoBt8vo. 18s. 

BUBBLES FROM THE BRUNNEN OF NASSAU. By an Old 

Man. Sixth Edition. 16mo. 5s. 

BUNYAN (John) and Oliver Cromwell. Select Biographies. By 

Robbbt Southbt. Post 8vo. 2 s. 

BUONAPARTE’S (Napoleon) Confidential Correspondence with his 
Brother Joseph, sometime King of Spain. Second Edition. 2 vols. 8vo. 
26#. 

BURGON’S (Rev. J. W.) Memoir of Patrick Fraser Tytler. 

Second Edition. Post 8vo. 9#. 

Letters from Rome, written to Friends at Home. 

Illustrations. Post 8vo. 12#. 

BURN’S (Lieut.-Col.) French and English Dictionary of Naval 
and Military Technical Terms. Fourth Edition. Crown 8vo. 15#. 

BURNS’ (Robert) Life. By John Gibson Lockhart. Fifth 
Edition. Fcap. 8vo. 8#. 

BURR’S (G. D.) Instructions in Practical Surveying, Topogra- 
phlcal Plan Drawing, and on sketching ground without Instruments. 
Fourth Edition . Woodcuts. PostSvo. 6#. 

BUTTMANS LEXILOGUS ; a Critical Examination of the 

Meaning of numerous Greek Words, chiefly in Homer and Hesiod. 
Translated by Rev. J. R. Fishlakr. Fifth Edition. 8vo. 12#. 

BUXTON’S (Sir Fowell) Memoirs. With Selections from his 
Correspondence. By bis Son. Portrait. Fifth Edition. 8vo. 16#. 
Abridged Edition , Portrait. Foap. 8vo. 2#. 6d 
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BYRON’S (Lord) Life, Letters, and Journals. By Thomas Moons. 

Plates. 6 Vols. Fcap. 8vo. 18a. 

Life, Letters, and Journals. By Thomas Moors. 

Portraits. Royal 8vo. 9s. 

Poetical Works. Portrait. 6 Yols. 8yo» 45s. 

Poetical Works. Plates. 10 Yob. Fcap. 8vo. 30*. 

Poetical Works. 8 Yols. 24mo. 20*. 

Poetical Works. Plates. Royal 8vo. 9*. 

Poetical Works. Portrait. Crown 8yo. 6*. 

— Childe Harold. With 80 Engravings. Small 4to. 21*. 

Childe Harold. With 30 Vignette*. 12mo. 6*. 

— . Childe Harold. 16mo. 2*. 6d. 

— — Childe Harold. Vignettes. 16 mo. 1*. 

Childe Harold. Portrait. 16mo. 6d. 

Tales and Poems. 24mo. 2*. 6d. 

Miscellaneous. 2 Yols. 24mo. 6*. 

— Dramas and Plays. 2 Yols. 24mo. 5* 

— Don Juan and Beppo. 2 Yols. 24® o. 5*. 

— Beauties. Selected from his Poetry and Prose. Portrait, 

Fcap. 8vo. 8a. 6 d. 

CARNARVON’S (Lord) Portugal, Gallicia, and the Basque 
Provinces. From Notes made daring a Journey to those Countries. 
Third Edition. Post8vo. 3a. 64. 

Recollections of the Druses of Lebanon. With 

Notes on their Religion. Third Edition. Post 8vo. 6s. 6d. 

CAMPBELL’S (Lord) Lives of the Lord Chancellors and Keepers 
of the Great Seal of England. From the Earliest Times to the Death of 
Lord Eldon in 1838. Fourth Edition. 10 Vols. Crown 8vo. 8a. each. 

Lives of the Chief Justices of England. From the 

Norman Conquest to the Death of Lord Tenterden. Second Edition. 
8 Vols. 8vo. 42a. 

Shakspeare’a Legal Acquirements Considered, 

8vo. 6a. 64. 

Life of Lord Chancellor Bacon. Fcap. 8vo. 2s. 6d. 

(Grorob) Modem India. A Sketch of the System 

of Civil Government. With some Account of the Natives and Native 
Institutions. Second Edition. 8Vo. 16a. 

India as it may be. An Outline of a proposed 

Government and Policy. 8vo. 12a. 

(Thos.) Short Lives of the British Poets. With an 

Essay on English Poetry. Post 8vo. 8a. 6 d. 

CALLCOTT*S (Ladt) Little Arthur’s History of England. 
130fA Thousand. With 20 Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 2a. 64. 
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of the official career of the late Viscount Castlereagh to the close of hie 
life. Edited by the Marquis of Londonderry. 12 Vols. 8vo. 144. each. 

CATHC ART’S (Sir George) Commentaries on the War in Russia 
and Germany, 1812-18. Plane. 8vo. lie. 

CAVALCASELLE and CROWE’S New History of Painting in 

■ Italy, from the Second to the Sixteenth Century, from recent re- 
searches in the Archives, as well as from personal inspection of the 
Works of Art in that Country. With 70 Illustrations. Vols. I. and II. 
8vo. 42s. 

Notices of the Lives and Works 

of the Early Flemish Painters. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 12 s. 

CHAMBERS* (G. P.) Handbook of Descriptive and Practical 

Astronomy. Illustrations. Post 8vo. 12*. 

CHARMED ROE (The) ; or. The Story of the Little Brother and 
Sister. By Otto Specktkb. Plates. 16mo. 5s. 

CHTJRTON’S (Archdeacon) Gongora. An Historical Essay on the 

Age of Philip IIT. and IV. of Spain. With Translations. Portrait. 
2 Vols. Small 8vo. 16*. 

CLAUSEWITZ’S (Carl Yon) Campaign of 1812, in Russia. 

Translated from the German by Lobd Ellksmkb*. Map. 8vo. 10*. 6 d. 

CLIVE’S (Lord) Life. By Rev. G. R. Gleig, M. A. Post 8vo. 8s. 6d. 
COLCHESTER (The) PAPERS. The Diary and Correspondence 

of Charles Abbott, Lord Colchester, Speaker of the House of Commons, 
1802-1817. Edited by His Son, Portrait, 8 Vols, 8vo. 42*. 

COLERIDGE’S (Samuel Taylor) Table-Talk. Fourth Edition. 

Portrait. Fcap. 8vo. 6*. 

COLONIAL LIBRARY. [See Home and Colonial Library.] 
COOK’S (Rev. Canon) Sermons Preached at Lincoln’s Inn Chapel, 

and on Special Occasions. 8vo. 9*. 

COOKERY (Modern Domestic). Pounded on Principles of Economy 
and Practical Knowledge, and adapted for Private Families. By a 
Lady. New Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 5s. 

CORNWALLIS (The) Papers and Correspondence during the 

American War, — Administrations in India, — Union with Ireland, and 
Peace of Amiens. Edited by Charles Ross. Second Edition. 8 Vols. 
8vo. 63*. 

COWPER’S (Mary Countess) Diary while Lady of the Bedchamber 
to Caroline Princess of Wales, 1714—20. Second Edition. Portrait. 

8 vo. 10s. 6d. 

CRABBE’S (Rev. George) Life, Letters, and Journals. By his Son. 
Portrait. Fcap. 8vo. 8s. 

Life and Poetical Works. Plates. 8 Vols. Fcap. 

8vo. 24*. 

Life and Poetical Works. Plates. Royal 8vo. 7s. 
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CROKER’S (J. W.) Progressive Geography for Children. 

Fifth Edition, 18mo. 1 s. 6rf. 

Stories for Children, Selected from the History of 

England. Fifteenth Edition, Woodcuts. 16mo. 2 s.6d. 

Boswell’s Life of Johnson. Including the Tour to 

the Hebrides. Portraits. Royal 8yo. 10s. 

Essay# on the Early Period of the French Revolution. 

8vo. 15s. 

— Historical Essay on the Guillotine. Fcap. 8vo. 1*. 

CROMWELL (Oliver) and John Banyan. By Robert Southey. 
Post 8 vo. 2s. 

CROWE’S AND CAYALCASELLE’S Notices of the Early Flemish 
Painters ; their Lives and Works. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 12s. 

History of Painting in Italy, 

from 2nd to 16th Century. Derived from Historical Researches as well 
as inspection of the Works of Art in that Country. With 70 Illus- 
trations. Vols. I. and II. 8vo. 42s. 

CUNNINGHAM’S (Allan) Poems and Songs. Now first col- 
lected and arranged, with Biographical Notice. 24mo. 2s. 6 d. 

CURETON (Rev. W.) Remains of a very Ancient Recension of 

the Four Gospels in Syriac, hitherto unknown in Europe. Discovered, 
Edited, and Translated. 4to. 24s. 

CURTIUS’ (Professor) Student’s Greek Grammar, for the use of 
Colleges and the Upper Forms. Translated under the Author’s revi- 
sion. Edited by Da. Wm. Smith. Post 8vo. 7a. 6 d. 

Smaller Greek Grammar for the use of the Middle and 

Lower Forms, abridged from the above. 12mo. 8s. 6 d. 

First Greek Course ; containing Delectus, Exercise 

Book, and Vocabularies. 12mo. 3s. 6d. 

CURZON’S (Hon. Robert) Armenia and Erzeroum. A Year on 
the Frontiers of Russia, Turkey, and Persia. Third Edition. Wood- 
cuts. Post 8vo. 7s. 0d. 

CUST*S (General) Annals of the Wars of the 18th & 19th Centuries. 

9 Vols. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. each. 

Lives and Characters of the Warriors of All Nations who 

have Commanded Fleets and Armies before the Enemy. 8vo. 
DARWIN’S (Charles) Journal of Researches into the Natural 
History of the Countries visited during a Voyage round the World. 
Post 8vo. 9s. 

— - — Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection ; 

or, the Preservation of Favoured Races in the Struggle for Life. Post 
8vo. 14s. 

Fertilization of Orchids through Insect Agency, and 

as to the good of Intercrossing. Woodcuts. Post Svo. 9s. 

DAVIS’S (Nathan) Visit to the Ruined Cities of Numidia and 

Carthaginia. Illustrations. 8vo. 16s. 

DAVY’S (Sir Humphry) Consolations in Travel ; or, Last Days 
of a Philosopher. Fifth Edition, Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. 

Salmonia ; or. Days of Fly Fishing. Fourth Edition* 

Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. 
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DELEPIERRE’S (Octave) History of Flemish Literature. From 
the Twelfth Century. 8vo. 9#. 

DENNIS’ (George) Cities and Cemeteries of Etruria. Plates. 
2 Vols, 8vo. 42a. 

DERBY’S (Edward Earl of) Translation of the Iliad of Homer 
into English Blank Verse. 2 Vols. 8vo. 24a. 

DIXON’S (Hepworth) Story of the Life of Lord Bacon. Portrait. 

Fcap. 870. 7a. 6 d. , 

DOG-BREAKING ; the Most Expeditious, Certain, and Easy 

Method, whether great excellence or only mediocrity be required. By 
Libut.-Qkn. Hutchinson. Fourth and Revised Edition* With addi- 
tional Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. 

DOMESTIC MODERN COOKERY. Founded on Principles of 
Economy and Practical Knowledge, and adapted for Private Families. 
New Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap.Svo. 6a. 

DOUGLAS’S (General Sir Howard) Life and Adventures; 

From Notes, Conversations, and Correspondence. By S. W. Fullom. 
Portrait. 8vo. 15#. 

On the Theory and Practice of Gunnery. 5th Edition. 

Plates. 8vo. 21#. 

Military Bridges, and the Passages of Rivers in 

Military Operations. Third Edition . Plates. 8vo. 21#.* 

Naval Warfare with Steam. Second Edition. 8vo. 

8#. 6d. 

Modem Systems of Fortification, with special re- 
ference to the Naval, Littoral, and Internal Defenoe of England. Plans. 
8vo. 12s. 

DRAKE’S (Sir Francis) Life, Voyages, and Exploits, by Sea and 
Land. By John Baebow. Third Edition. PostSvo. 2s. 

DRINK WATER’S (John) History of the Siege of Gibraltar, 

1779-1783. With a Description and Account of that Garrison from the 
Earliest Periods. Post 8vo. 2#. 

DU CHAILLU’S (Paul B.) EQUATORIAL AFRICA, with 

Accounts of the Gorilla, the Nest-building Ape, Chimpanzee, Croco- 
dile, Ac. Illustrations. 8vo. 21s. 

DUFFERIN’S (Lord) Letters from High Latitudes, being some 

Account of a Yacht Voyage .to Iceland, &c., in 1866. Fourth Edition. 
Woodcuts. Post 8 vo. 9s. 

DYER’S (Thomas H.) History of Modem Europe, from the 

taking of Constantinople by the Turks to the close of the War in 
the Crhpea. 4 Vols. 8vo. 60s. 

EASTLAKE’S (Sir Charles) Italian Schools of Painting. From 
the German of Kuolkr. Edited, with Notes. Third Edition. Illus- 
trated from the Old Masters. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 80s. 

EASTWICK’S (E. B.) Handbook for Bombay and Madras, with 

Directions for Travellers, Officers, &o. Map. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 24s. 

EDWARDS’ (W. H.) Voyage np the River Amazon, including a 

Visit to Para. Post 8vo. 2s. 
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ELDON’S (Loud) Public and Private Life, with Selections from 
his Correspondence end Diaries. By Horaos Twin. Third Edition. 
Portrait. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 21*. 

ELLIS (Rev. W.) Visits to Madagascar, including a Journey to 
the Capital, with notices of Natural History, and Present Civilisation 
of the People. Fifth Thousand. Map amd Woodcuts. 8vo. 16*. 

(Mbs.) Education of Character, with Hints on Moral 

Training. Post8vo. 7*. fid. 

ELLESMERE’S (Lord) Two Sieges of Vienna by the Turks. 

Translated from the German. Post 8vo. 2*. 

Campaign of 1812 in Russia, from the German 

of General Carl Yon Clausewita. Map. 8vo. 10*. fid. 

Poems. Crown 4to. 24a. 

— - — Essays on History, Biography, Geography, and 

Engineering. 8vo. 12*. 

ELPHINSTONE’S (Hon. Mountstuart) History of India — the 
Hindoo and Mahomedan Periods. Fourth Edition. Map. 8vo. 181. 

ENGEL’S (Carl) Music of the Most Ancient Nations ; particularly 

of the Assyrians., Egyptians, and Hebrews . with Special Reference to 
the Discoveries in Western Asia and in Egypt. With ICO Illustrations. 
8vo. lfi*. 

ENGLAND (Hibtory of) from the Peace of Utrecht to the Peace 

of Yersailles, 1718—88. By Lord Mahom (Bari Stanhope). Library 
Edition , 7 Vols. 8vo. 93*. ; or Popular Edition , 7 Vols. Post 8vo. 36*. 

— From the First Invasion by the Romans, down to 

the 14th year of Queen Victoria's Reign. By Maa. Markham. 1184k 
Edition. Woodcuts. 12mo. 6*. 

— ^ (The Studert’s Hume). A Histoiy of England 

from the Earliest Times. Based on the History by Davijd Hums. Cor- 
rected and continued to 1868. Edited by Wm. 8mith, LL.D. Woodcuts. 
Post 8vo. 7*. fid. 

ENGLISHWOMAN IN AMERICA. Post 8ro. 10*. Qd. 

ESKIMAUX and English Vocabulary, for Traveller* in the Arctic 

Regions, lfimo. 8*. fid. 

ESSAYS FROM "THE TIMES.” Being a Selection from the 

Litxrart Papbrs which have appeared in that Journal, Seventh 
Thousand. 2 vols. Fcap. 8vo. 8*. 

EXETER’S (Bishop op) Letters to the late Charles Butler, on the 

Theological parts of bis Book of the Roman Catholic Church; with 
Remarks on certain Works of Dr. Milner and Dr. Lingard, and on some 
parts of the Evidence of Dr. Doyle. Second Edition. 8vo. lfi*. 

FAMILY RECEIPT-BOOK. A Collection of a Thousand Valuable 

and Useful Receipts. Fcap. 8vo. 6*. 6 d. 

FARRAR’S (Rev. A. S.) Critical Hiaiory of Free Thought in 

reference to the Christian Religion. Being the Bamptan Leo tares, 18fi2. 
8vo. 16*. 

(F. W.) Origin of Language, based on Modem 

Researches. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. 
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FEATHERSTONH AU OH’S (G. W.) Tour through the Blare States 
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of Mexico. Plates. 2 Vols. 8vo. 26*. 

FERGUSSON’S (James) Palaces of Nineveh and Persepolis 
Restored. Woodcuts. 8vo. 16*. 

History of the Modern Styles of Architecture, com- 

pleting the above work. With 812 Illustrations. 8vo. 81*. 6rf. 

FISHER’S (Rev. Georoe) Elements of Geometry, for the Use of 
Schools. Fifth Edition. 18mo. 1*. 6 d. 

First Principles of Algebra, for the Use of Schools. 

Fifth Edition. 18mo. 1*. 6 d. 

FLOWER GARDEN (The). By Rev. Thos. James. Fcap. 8ro. Is. 
FONNEREAU’S (T. G.) Diary cf a Dutiful Son. Fcap. 8vo. 

4*. 6 d. 

FORBES’ (C. S.) Iceland; its Volcanoes, Geysers, and Glaciers. 

Illustrations. Post 8vo. 14*. 

FORD’S (Richard) Handbook for Spain, Andalusia, Ronda, Valencia, 

Catalonia, Granada, Gallicia, Arragon, Navarre, Ac. Third Edition. 
2 Vols. Post 8vo. 80*. 

Gatherings from Spain. Post 8vo. 3*. 6d. 

FORSTER’S (John) Arrest of the Five Members by Charles the 

First. A Chapter of English History re-written. Post 8vo. 12*. 

Grand Remonstrance, 1641. With an Essay on 

English freedom under the Plantagenet and Tudor Sovereigns. Second 
Edition. Post 8vo. 12*. 

Oliver Cromwell, Daniel De Foe, Sir Richard Steele, 

Charles Churchill, Samuel Foote. Third Edition. Post 8vo. 12*. 

FORSYTH’S (William) Life and Times of Cicero. With Selections 

from his Correspondence and . his Orations. Illustrations. 2 Vols. 
Post 8vo. 18*. 

FORTUNE’S (Robert) Narrative of Two Visits to the Tea 

Countries of China, 1848-62. Third Edition. Woodcuts. 2 Vols. Post 
8vo. 18*. 

Third Visit to China. 1853-6. Woodcuts. 8vo. 16*. 

Yedo and Peking. With Notices of the Agricul* 

ture and Trade of Japan and China. Illustrations. 8vo. 16*. 

FOSS’ (Edward) Judges of England. With Sketches of their 
Lives, and Notices of the Courts at Westminster, from the Conquest to 
the Present Time. 9 Vols. 8vo. 114*. 

FRANCE (Histort or). From the Conquest by the Gauls to the 
Death of Louis Philippe. By Mrs. Mabkham. 66tA Thousand. Wood- 
cuts. 12mo. 6*. 

(The Student’s History or). From the Earliest 

Times to the Establishment of the Second Empire, 1852. By W. H. 
Pkarsox. Edited by Wm. Smith, LL.D. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 7*. 6 d. 

FRENCH (The) in Algiers; The Soldier of the Foreign Legion— 
and the Prisoners of Abd-el-Kadir. Translated by Lady Durr Goudov. 
Post 8vo. 2*. 
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G ALTON'S (Fra koi s) Art of Travel ; or. Hints on the Shifts and 

Contrivances available in Wild Countries. Third Edition. Wood- 
cuts. Post 8vo. 7s. Sd. 

GEOGRAPHY (The Student’s Manual of Ancient). By Rev. 
W. L. Bbvan. Edited by Wm. Smith, LL.D. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 
7*.6d. 

Journal of the Royal Geographical Society of 

London. 8vo. 

GERMANY (History of). From the Invasion by Marius, to the pre- 
sent time. By Mrs. Markham. Fifteenth Thousand. Woodcuts. 12mo. 6s. 

GIBBON’S (Edward) History of the Decline and Fall of the 

Roman Empire. A New Edition. Preceded by his Autobiography. 
Edited, with Notes, by Dr. Wm. Smith. Maps. 8 Yols. 8vo. 60*. 

(The Student’s Gibbon) ; Being an Epitome of the 
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Dr. Wm. Smith. Ninth Thousand. Woodcuts. Post8vo. 7s. 6d. 

GIFFARD’S (Edward) Deeds of Naval Daring ; or. Anecdotes of 
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the last editions revised by the Author. Edited by Pktrb Cumraro- 
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Wedgwood : an Address delivered at Burslem. 

Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 2*. 
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Story of the Battle of Waterloo. Post 8vo. 3 s. Qd. 

Narrative of Sale’s Brigade in Affghanistan. Post 8vo. 2s. 
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from the War of Liberation. From the German. Post 8vo. 3*. 6<f. 

— (Lady Duff) Amber-Witch : A Trial for Witch- 

craft. From the German. Post 8vo. 2*. 

French in Algiers. 1. The Soldier of the Foreign 

Legion. 2. The Prisoners of Abd-el-Kadir. From the French. 
Post 8vo. 2*. 

GOUGER’S (Henry) Personal Narrative of Two Years’ Imprison- 

ment in Burmah. Second Edition. Woodcuts. Post8ve. 12*. 

GRAMMAR (Thh Student’s Greek.) For Colleges, and the 
Upper Forms. By Pbofrssoe Curtius. Translated under the Revision 
of the Author. Edited by Wm. Smith, LL.D. Post 8vo. 7*. 6 d . 

(The Student’s Latin). For Colleges and the 

Upper Forms. By Wm. Smith, LL.D, Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 
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Vols. 8vo. 

(Mbs.) Memoir of Ary Scheffer. Po3t 8vo. 8a. 6d. 

Collected Papers. 8vo. 10s. &d. 

GUIZOT'S (M.) Meditations on Christianity. Containing 1. 

Natubal Problems. 2. Christian Dogmas. 8. Tew Supernatural. 

4. Limits of Scimncb. 5. Revelation. 6. Inspiration of Holy 
' Scripture. 7. God accobdikg to thb Bible. 8. Jesus Christ 
ACCORDING TO THE GOSPEL8. Post 8VO. 95. 6<f. 

HALLAM'S (Henry) Constitutional History of England, from the 
Accession of Henry the Seventh to the Death of George the Second. 
JBwmih Edition. 3 Vols. 8vo.- 80s. 

— History of Europe during the Middle Ages, 

Tenth Edition. 3 Vole. Bvo. 305. 

Literary History of Europe, during the 15th, 16th and 

lfth Centuries, Fourth Edition. 8 Vols. 8vo. 835. 

Literary Essays and Characters. Fcap. 8vo. 2a. 

— Historical Works. Containing History of England, 

— Middle Agee of Europe,— Literary History of Europe. 10 Vd!s. 
Poet 8vo. 65 each. 

— (Arthur) Remains; in Verse and Prose. With Pre- 
fer, Memoir, amd Portrait. Fcap. 8vo. 7m. 3 d. 

' HAMILTON'S (James) Wanderings in North Africa. Post 8vo. 12a. 

HART'S ARMY LIST. (Quarterly and Ammmtty.) 8vo. 10a. 6d. 

and Slaeach. 

HANNAH'S (Rev. Dr.) Bampton Lectures ior 1863; the Divine 

and Human Elements in Holy Scripture. Bvo. 105. W. 

HAY'S (J* H. Drummond) Western Barbaqr, its wild Tribes and 
savage Animals. Post 8vo. 25. 

HEAD’S (Sir Francis) Horse and his Rider. Woodcuts. Post 8 yd. 60. 

— Rapid Journeys across the Pampas. Post 8vo. 2s. 

— • Bubbles from the Brumnen of Nassau. lfiracw .5s. 

Emigrant Fcap. 8vo. 2a. 6cL 

Stokers and Pokers; or, N .-Western Railway. Post 

8vo. *5. 

Fortnight in Ireland. Map. 8vo. 12a* 

■ " (Sir Edmund) Shall and Will ; or, Future Auxiliary 
Verbs. Feap. 8vo. 45. 
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HAND-BOOS — TRAVEL-TALK. English, German, French, and 

Italian. 18mo. 8s. Qd. 

NORTH GERMANY, Holland, Bslgiuk, and 

the Rhine to Switzerland. Map. Post 8vo. 10a. 

KNAPSACK GUIDE TO BELGIUM AND 

THE RHINE. Post 8vo. (In the Press.) 

SOUTH GERMANY, Bavaria, Austria, Styria, 

Salzberg, the Austrian and Bavarian Alps, the Tyrol, Hungary, and the 
Danube, from Ulm to the Black Sea. Map. Post 8vo. 10s. 

KNAPSACK GUIDE TO THE TYROL. Post 

8vo. (In the Press.) 

PAINTING. German, Flemish, and Dutch Schools. 

Edited by Da. Waaqtek. Woodcuts. 2 Vole. Post 8vo. 24s. 

LIVES OF THE EARLY FLEMISH PAINTERS, 

with Notices of their Works. By Cbowk and Cavalcaskllk. Illus- 
trations. Post 8vo. 12s. 

SWITZERLAND, Alps of Savoy, and Piedmont. 

Maps. Post 8vo. 9s. 

KNAPSACK GUIDE TO SWITZERLAND. Post 

8vo. 5s. 

FRANCE, Normandy, Brittany, the French Alps, 

the Rivers Loire, Seine, Rhone, and Garonne, Danphind, Provence, and 
the Pyrenees. Maps. Post 8vo. 10s. 

KNAPSACK GUIDE TO FRANCE. Post 

8vo. {In the Press.) 

PARIS and its Environs. Map. Post 8vo. 5s. 

SPAIN, Andalusia, Honda, Granada, Valencia, 

Catalonia, Gallicia, Arragon, and Navarre. Maps. 2 Yols. Post 8vo. 80s. 

PORTUGAL, Lisbon, Ac. Map. Post 8vo. 

NORTH ITALY, Piedmont, Liguria, Venetia, 

Lombardy, Parma, Modena, and Romagna. Map. Post 8vo. 12s. 

CENTRAL ITALY, Lucca, Tuscany, Florence, The 

Marches,Umbria,and the Patrimony of St Peter’s. Map. PostBvo. 10s. 

— ROME and its Environs. Map. Post 8vo. 9s. 

SOUTH ITALY, Two Sicilies, Naples, Pompeii, 

Herculaneum, and Vesuvius. Map. Post 8vo. 10s. 

KNAPSACK GUIDE TO ITALY. Post 8vo. 6s. 

— SICILY, Palermo, Messina, Catania, Syracuse, Etna, 

and the Ruins of the Greek Temples. Msp. Post 8vo. 18s. 

PAINTING. The Italian Schools. From the German 

of Kuglkr. Edited by Sir Chablks Eastlaxb, B.A. Woodcuts. 
2 Vols. Post 8vo. 80s. 

LIVES OF THE EARLY ITALIAN TAINTBRS, 

and Peogb*88 or Painting nr Italt, from Cimabub to Babb a no. By 
Mrs. J ambon. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 12s. 
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LIST OP WORKS 


HAND-BOOK— DICTIONARY OF ITALIAN PAINTERS. By 

A Lady. Edited by Ralph Worxum. With a Chart. Post 8yo. 6a. 6 d . 

GREECE, the Ionian Islands, Albania, Thessaly, 

and Macedonia. Maps. Post8vo. 15a. 

TURKEY, Malta, Asia Minor, Constantinople, 

Armenia, Mesopotamia, &c. Maps. Post 8vo. (Ja the Press.) 

EGYPT, Thebes, the Nile, Alexandria, Cairo, 

the Pyramids, Mount Sinai, Ac. Map. Post 8yo. 16a. 

SYRIA & PALESTINE, Peninsula of Sinai, Edom, 

and Syrian Desert. Maps. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 24a. 

BOMBAY AND MADRAS. Map. 2 Vols. Post 

8to. 24a. 

NORWAY, Map, Post 8vo, 5s. 

— _ DENMARK, Sweden and Noa wat. Maps. Post 

8vo. 15a. 

RUSSIA, The Baltic and Finland. Maps. Post 

8yo. 12a. 

MODERN LONDON. A Complete Guide to all 

the Sights and Objects of Interest in the Metropolis. Map. 16mo. 

3s. 6d. 

WESTMINSTER ABBEY. Woodcuts. 16mo. Is. 

KENT AND SUSSEX, Canterbury, Dover, Rams- 
gate, Sheenies*, Rochester, Chatham, Woolwich, Brighten, Chichester, 
Worthing, Hastings, Lewes, Arundel, Ac. Map. Post8vo. 10a. 

SURREY, HANTS, Kingston, Croydon, Reigate, 

Guildford, Winchester, Southampton, Portsmouth, and Isle of Wight. 
Maps. Post 8vo. 7a. 6 d. 

BERKS, BUCKS, AND OXON, Windsor, Eton, 

Reading, Aylesbury, Uxbridge, Wycombe, Henley, the City and Uni- 
versity of Oxford, and the Descent of the Thames to Maidenhead and 
Windsor. Map. Post8vo. 7s. 6d. 

WILTS, DORSET, AND SOMERSET, Salisbury, 

Chippeuham, Weymouth, Sherborne, Wells, Bath, Bristol, Taunton, 
Ac. Map. Post 8vo. 7a. 6d. 

DEVON AND CORNWALL, Exeter, Ilfracombe, 

Linton* Sidmouth, Dawlish, Teignmouth, Plymouth, Devonport, Tor- 
quay, Lannoeston, Truro, Penzance, Falmouth, &c. Maps. Post 8vo. 
7a. 6 d . 

NORTH AND SOUTH WALES, Bangor, Car- 
narvon, Beaumaris, Snowdon. Conway, Menal Straits, Carmarthen, 
Pembroke, Tenby, Swansea, The Wye, Ac. Maps. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 
12a. 

CATHEDRALS OF ENGLAND— Southern Divi- 
sion, Winchester, Salisbury, Exeter, Wells, Chichester, Rochester, 
Canterbury. With 110 Illustrations. 2 Vols. Crown $vo. 24a. 

CATHEDRALS OF ENGLAND— Eastern Divi- 
sion, Oxford, Peterborough, Norwich, Ely, and Lincoln. With 90 
Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 18a. 

CATHEDRALS OF ENGLAND— Western Divi- 
sion, Bristol, Gloucester, Hereford, Worcester, and Llchfceld. With 50 
Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 16a. 

FAMILIAR QUOTATIONS. From English Authors. 

Third Edition. Fcap.8vo. 5a. 
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HEBER’S (Bishop) Journey through India. Tiodfth Edition . 
2 Volt. Post 8 vo. la. 

Poetical Works. Sixth Edition, Portrait. Fcap. 8 yo. 6a. 

HERODOTUS. A New English Version. Edited, with Notes 

and Essays, historical, ethnographical, and geographical. By Rev. G. 
Rawliwsow, assisted by Bib Hbxby Rawlinsox and Sib J. G. Wil- 
kinsox. Second Edition. Maps and Woodcuts. 4 Vols. 8vo. 48s. 

HESSEY (Rev. Dr.). Sunday — Its Origin, History, and Present 

Obligations. Beiag the Bampton Lectures for 1860. Second Edition. 
• 8vo. 16s. 

HICKMAN’S (Wm.) Treatise on the Law and Practice of Naval 

Courts-Martial. 8vo. 10s. 6 d. 

HILLARD’S (G. S.) Six Months in Italy. 2 Vols. Post 8ve. 16*. 
HOLLWAY’S (J. G.) Month in Norway. Fcap. 8vo. 2*. 

HONEY BEE (The). An Essay. By Rev. Thomas James. 

Reprinted from the “ Quarterly Review.’* Fcap. 8vo, Is. 

HOOK’S (Dean) Church Dictionary. Ninth Edition. 8vo. 16 a. 

- ■ ■ (Theodore )Life. By J. G. Lockhart. Reprinted from the 

“ Quarterly Review.” Fcap. 8vo. Is. 

HOOKER’S (Dr. J. D.) Himalayan Journals ; or, Notes of an Oriental 

Naturalist in Bengal, the 8ikkim and Nepal Himalayas, the Khaaia 
Mountains, &c. Second Edition. Woodcuts. 2 Vols. rost8vo. 18s. 

HOPE’S (A. J. Beresford) English Cathedral of the Nineteenth 

Century. With Illustrations. 8vo. 12s. 

HORACE (Works of). Edited by Dean Milmak. With 800 

Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. 21s. 

(Life of). By Dean Milman. Woodcuts, and coloured 

Borders. 1 8vo. 9s. 

HUME’S (The Student’s) History of England, from the Invasion 
of J nlius Ciesar to the Revolution of 1688. Corrected and continued 
to 1868. Edited by Dr. Wm. Smith. Woodcuts. Poet 8vo. 7 s. 64. 

HUTCHINSON (Gen.) on the most expeditious, certain, and 
easy Method of Dog-Breaking. Fourth Edition. Enlarged and 
revised, with additional Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 

HUTTON’S (H.E.) Principia Grseca ; an Introduction to the Study 

of Greek. Comprehending Grammar, Delectus, and Exercise-book, 
with Vocabularies. Third Edition . 12mo. 8s. 6d. 
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HOME^ AND COLONIAL LIBRARY. A Series of Works 

adapted for all circles and classes of Readers, haring been selected 
for their acknowledged interest and ability of the Authors. Post 8vo. 
Published at 2s. and 8s. 6eL each, and arranged under two distinctive 
heads as follows : — 

CLASS A. 


HISTORY, BIOGRAPHY, 

1. SIEGE OP GIBRALTAR. By 

Johh Drixxwatsb. 2s. 

2. THE AMBER- WITCH. By 

Ljldy Duff Gordon. 2s. 

3. CROMWELL AND BCJNYAN. 

By Robert Southey. 2s. 

4. LIFE of Sib FRANCIS DRAKE. 

By John Barrow. 2s. 

5. CAMPAIGNS AT WASHING- 

TON. By Ret. G. R. Gleig. 2s. 

6. THE FRENCH IN ALGIERS. 

By Lady Duff Gordon. 2s. 

7. THE FALL OF THE JESUITS. 

2s. 

8. LIVONIAN TALES. 2s. 

9. LIFE OF CONDE. By Lord Ma- 

hon. 3s. 6d. 

10. SALE’S BRIGADE. By Rev. 
G. R. Gleio. 2s. 


AND HISTORIC TALES. 

11. THE SIEGES OF VIENNA. 

By Lord Ellesmere. 2s. 

12. THE WAY8IDE CROSS. By 

Capt. Milman. 2s. 

13. SKETCHES of GERMAN LIFE. 

By Sib A. Gordon. 3s. 6 d. 

14. THE BATTLE of WATERLOO. 

By Rev. G. R. Gleio. 3s. 6d. 

15. AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF STEF- 

FENS. 2s. 

16. THE BRITISH POETS. By 

Thomas Campbell. 3s. 64. 

17. HISTORICAL ESSAYS. By 

Lord Mahon. 3s. 6cL 

18. LIFE OF LORD CLIVE. By 

Rev. G. R. Gleio. 3s. 6 d. 

19. NORTH - WESTERN RAIL- 

WAY. By Sib F.B. Head. 2s. 

20. LIFE OF MUNRO. By Riv. G. 

R. Gleio. 3s. 6rf. 


CLASS B. 

VOYAGES, TRAVELS, AND ADVENTURES. 


1. BIBLE IN SPAIN. By Geobob 

Borrow. 3s. 6d. 

2. GIPSIES op SPAIN. By George 

Borrow. 3s. 6 d. 

3&4. JOURNALS IN INDIA. By 
Bishop Hebeb. 2 Vols. 7s. 

5. TRAVELS in the HOLY LAND. 

By Irby and Mangles. 2s. 

6. MOROCCO AND THE MOORS. 

By J. Drummond Hay. 2s. 

7. LETTERS FROM the BALTIC. 

By a Lady. 2s. 

8. NEW 80UTH WALES. By Mrs. 

Meredith. 2s. 

9. THE WEST INDIES. By M. G. 

Lewis. 2s. 

10. SKETCHES OF PERSIA. By 

Sir John Malcolm. 8s. 6 <L 

11. MEMOIRS OF FATHER RIPA. 

2s. 

12. J8. TYPEE AND OMOO. By 
Hermann Melville. 2 Vols. 7s. 

14. MISSIONARY LIFE IN CAN- 


16. LETTERS FROM MADRAS. By 
a Lady. 2s. 

16. HIGHLAND SPORTS. By 

Charles St. John. 3s. 6d. 

17. PAMPAS JOURNEYS. By Sir 

F. B. Head. 2s. 

18. GATHERINGS FROM SPAIN. 

By Richard Ford. 8s. 6 d. 

19. THE RIVER AMAZON. By 

W. H. Edwards. 2s. 

20. MANNERS & CUSTOMS OF 

INDIA. By Rkv. C. Aclamd. 2s. 

21. ADVENTURES IN MEXICO. 

By G. F. Ruxtox. 8s. 6 <L 

22. PORTUGAL AND GALLICIA. 

By Lord Carnarvon. 3s. 6 <L 

23. BUSH LIFE IN AUSTRALIA. 

By Rev. H. W. Hayoarth. 2s. 

24. THE LIBYAN DESERT. By 

Baylb St. John. 2s. 


Zb. olriKKA LiUUNJS. 

3a.8d. 


ADA. By Rev. J. Abbott. 2s. 

*** Each work may be had separately 
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IRBY AND MANGLES* Travels in Egypt, Nubia, Syria, and 

the Holy Land. Post 8vo. 2s. 

JAMES* (Rsv. Thomas) Fables of Akop. A New Translation, with 

Historical Preface. With 160 Woodcuts by TamrixL and Wour. 
Thirty-eighth Thousand. Post 8m, 2*. 64. 

JAMESON’S (Mas.) Lives of the Early Italian Painters, from* 
Clmaboe to Bass&no, and the Progress of Painting in Italy. New 
Edition . With Woodcuts. Post8yo. 12*. 

JESSE’S (Edwabd) Gleanings in Natural History. Eighth Edition. 

Fcp.8vo. 6a. 

JOHNSON’S (Db. Samubl) Life. By James Boswell. Including 
the Tour to the Hebrides. Edited by the late Mb. Cbokbb. Portraits. 
Royal 8m. 10s. 

Lives of the most eminent English Poets. Edited 

by Pbtbb Cunningham. 8 mis. 8m. 22s. Orf. (Murray’s British 
Classics.) 

JOURNAL OF A NATURALIST. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 9s. 6d. 

KEN’S (Bishop) Life. By A Layma*. Second Edition. Portrait. 

2 Vols. 8vo. 18a. 

Exposition of the Apostles* Creed. Extracted from his 

“ Practice of Divine Love.” Feap. la. 6d. 

Approach to the Holy Altar. Extracted from his " Manual 

of Prayer” and “ Practice of Divine Love.” Fcap. bvo. la. 6 d. 

KING’S (Riv. S. W.) Italian Valleys of the Alps; a Tour 

through all the Romantic and less-frequented “Vais” of Northern 
Piedmont Illustrations. Grown 8vo. 18a. 

(Rkv. C. W.) Antique Gems; their Origin, Use, and 

Value, as Interpreters of Ancient History, and as illustrative of Ancient 
Art. Illustrations. 8vo. 42a. 

KING EDWARD VIth’s Latin Grammar; or, an Introduction 

to the Latin Tongue, for the Use of Schools. Sixteenth Edition. 12mo. 
3a. 64 

First Latin Book ; or, the Accidence, 

Syntax, and Prosody, with an English Translation for the Use of Junior 
Classes. Fourth Edition. 12mo. 2a. 6 d. 

KIRK’S (J. Fostbk) History of Charles the Bold, Duke of Bur- 
gundy. Portrait. 2 Vols. 8vo. 80a. 

KERR’S (Robert) GENTLEMAN’S HOUSE ; oa, How *o Plax 

English Residences, from the Parsonage to tub Palace. With 
Tables of Accommodation end Coat, and a Series of Selected Views 
and Plans. 8 m. 21a. 
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LIST OF WORKS 


KUGLER’S Italian Schools of Painting: Edited, with Notes, by 

Sib Charles Eabtlake. Third Edition. Woodcuts. 2 Yols. Post 
8 vo. 80s. 

German, Dutch, and Flemish Schools of Painting. 

Edited, with Notes, by Da. Waaghn. Second Edition. Woodcuts. 2 
Yols. Post 8vo. 24s. 

JjANGUAGE (The English). A Series of Lectures. By Giobge 
P. Marsh. Edited, with additional Chapters and Notes, by Wm. Smith, 
LL.D. Post8vo. 7#.6d. 

LATIN GRAMMAR (King Edward YIth’s). For the Use of 

Schools. Sixteenth Edition. 12mo. 8#. 64. 

First Book (King Edward YIth’s); or, the Accidence, 

Syntax, and Prosody, with English Translation for Junior Classes. 
Fourth Edition. 12mo. 2s. 64. 


LAYARD’S (A. H.) Nineveh and its Remains. Being a Nar- 
rative of Researches and Discoveries amidst the Rains of Assyria. 
With an Acconnt of the Chaldean Christians of Kurdistan ; the Yecedis, 
or Devil-worshippers ; and an Enquiry into the Manners and Arts of 
the Ancient Assyrians. Sixth Edition. Plates and Woodcnts. 2 Yols. 
8vo. 88 e. 


Nineveh and Babylon ; being the Result 

of a Second Expedition to Assyria. Fourteenth Thousand. Plates 
8vo. 21s. Or Fine Paper, 2 Yols. 8vo. 80s. 


Popular Account of Nineveh. 15<A Edition. With 

Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 6s. 


LEAKE’S (Col.) Topography of Athens, with Remarks on its 

Antiquities. Seoond Edition. Plates. 2 Yols. 8vo. 80s. 


Travels in Northern Greece. Maps. 4 Yols. 8vo. 60s. 


Disputed Questions of Ancient Geography. Map. 

8vo. 6 s.6d. 

Numismata Hellenics, and Supplement. Completing 
descriptive Catalogue of Twelve Thousand Greek Coins, with 
"otes Geographical and Historical. With Map and Appendix. 4to. 
68s. 

Peloponnesiaca. 8vo. 15s. 

Degradation of Science in England. 8vo. 3& 6cL 

LESLIE’S (C. R.) Handbook for Young Painters. With Illustra- 
tions. Post 8vo. 10#. 64. , 

■ Autobiographical Recollections, with Selections 

from his Correspondence. Edited by Tom Taylor. Portrait. 2 Vols. 
Post 8vo. 18#. 

— Life of Sir Joshua Reynolds. With an Account 

of his Works, and a Sketch of his Cotemporaries. By Tom Taylor. 
Illustrations. 2 Yols. 8vo. 

LETTERS FROM THE SHORES OF THE BALTIC. By a Lady. 

Post 8vo. 2#. 

Madras. By a Lady. Post 8vo. 2s. 

Surra Lxonk. By a Lady. Edited by the 

Honourable Mbs. Norton. Post 8vo. 8#. 64. 
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LEWIS* (Sir G. C.) Essay on the Government of Dependencies. 
8vo. 12 s. 

Glossary of Provincial Words used in Herefordshire and 

some of the adjoining Counties. 12mo. is. 6d. 

(M. G.) Journal of a Residence among the Negroes in the 

West Indies. Post 8vo. 2 s. 

LIDDELL’S (Dean) History of Rome. From the Earliest Times 
to the Establishment of the Empire. With the History of Literature 
and Art. 2 Yols. 8vo. 28s. 

Student’s History of Rome. Abridged from the 

above Work. 26 th Thousand. With Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

LINDSAY’S (Lord) Lives of the Lindsays ; or, a Memoir of the 

Houses of Crawfurd and Balcarres. With Extracts from Official Papers 
and Personal Narratives. Second Edition. 3 Vols. 8vo. 24s. 

Report of the Claim of James, Earl of Crawfurd and 

Balcarres, to the Original Dukedom of Montrose, created in 1488 
Folio. 16s. 

Scepticism ; a Retrogressive Movement in Theology 

and Philosophy. 8vo. 9s. 

LISPINGS from LOW LATITUDES; or, the Journal of the Hon. 
Impulsia Gushington. Edited by Loud Dufferin. With 24 Plates, 
4to. 21s. 

LITERATURE ‘ (English). A Manual for Students. By 

T. B. Shaw. Edited, with Notes and Illustrations , by Wm. Smith, 
LL.D. Post 8vo. 7s. %d. 

(Choice Specimens of). Selected from tHe Chief 

English Writers. By Thos. *B. Shaw, M. A. Edited by Wm. Smith, 
LL.D. Post 8 vo. 7s. 6d. 

LITTLE ARTHUR’S HISTORY OF ENGLAND. By Lady 

Callcott. 120th Thousand. With 20 Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 2s. 6 d. 
LIVINGSTONE’S (Rev. Dr.) Popular Account of his Missionary 

Travels in South Africa. Illustrations. Post 8vo. 6s. 

Narrative of an Expedition to the Zambezi and 

its Tributaries ; and of the Discovery of Lakes Shirwa and Nyassa. 
1868-84. By DayiD and Charles Livingstone. Map and Illustra- 
tions. 8vo. 

LIVONIAN TALES. By the Author of “ k Letters from the 

Baltic." Post 8vo. 2s. 

LOCKHART’S (J. G.) Ancient Spanish Ballads. Historical and 
Romantic. Translated, with Notes. Illustrated Edition. 4to. 21s. Or, 
Popular Edition, Post 8vo. 2s. 6 d. 

Life of Robert Bums. Fifth Edition . Fcap. 8vo. 8s. 

LONDON’S (Bishop or) Dangers and Safeguards of Modem 
Theology. Containing Suggestions to the Theological Student under 
present difficulties. Second Edition. 8vo. 9s. 

LOUDON’S (Mrs.) Instructions in Gardening for Ladies. With 
Directions and Calendar of Operations for Every Month. Eighth 
Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. 
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LUCAS’ (Samuel) Secularia; or. Surveys on the Main Stream of 
History. 8vo. P2s. 

LUCKNOW : a Lady’s Diary of the Siege. Fourth Thousand . 

Fcap. 8vo. 4 s. 6 d. 

LYELL’S (Sir Charles) Elements of Geology ; or, the Ancient 

Changes of the Earth and its Inhabitants considered as illustrative of 
Geology. Sixth Edition. Woodcuts. 8vo. 18s. 

Geological Evidences of the Antiquity of Man. 

Third Edition. Illustrations. 8vo. 14a. 

LYTTELTON’S (Lord) Ephemera. Post 8vo. 10s. Qd. 

LYTTON’S (Sir Edward Bulwer) Poems. Neio Edition . Revised. 
Post 8vo. 10s. Cd. 9 

MAHON’S (Lord) History of England, from the Peace of Utrecht 
to the Peace of Versailles, 1718— 83. Library Edition. 7Vols. 8vo. 93s. 
Popular Edition, 7 Vols. Post 8vo. 35s. 

“ Forty-Five ; ” a Narrative of the Rebellion in Scot- 
land. Post 8vo. 3s. 

History of British India from its Origin till the Peace 

of 1783. Post 870. 3 s.6d. 

Spain under Charles the Second; 1690 to 1700. 

Second Edition. Post 870. 6s. 6J. 

Life of William Pitt, with Extracts from his MS. 

Papers. Second Edition. Portraits. 4 Vols. Post 870. 42s. 

Cond6, sumamed the Great. Post 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Belisarius. Second Edition . Post 8vo. 10s. 6d. 

Historical and Critical Essays. Post 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Miscellanies. Second Edition. Post 8vo. 5s. 6d. 

Story of Joan of Arc. Fcap. 8vo. Is. 

Addresses. Fcap. 8vo. 1 s. 

M c CLINTOCK’S (Capt. Sir F. L.) Narrative of the Discovery of 
the Fate of Sir John Franklin and his Companions in the Arctic Seas. 
Twelfth Thousand. Illustrations. 870.. 16s. 

M c CULLOCH’S (J. R.) Collected Edition of Ricardo’s Political 

Works. With Notes and Memoir. Second Edition. 870. 16s. 

MaoDOUGALL (Col.) On Modern Warfare as Influenced by 
Modern Artillery. With Plans. Post 870. 12s. 

MAINE (H. Sumner) On Ancient Law : its Connection with the 
Early History of Society, and its Relation to Modern Ideas. Second 
Edition. 870. 12s. 

MALCOLM’S (Sir John) Sketches of Persia. Third Edition. 
Post 870. 3s. 6<*. 

MANSEL (Ret. H. L.) Limits of Religions Thought Examined. 
Being the Bampton Lectures for 1868. Fourth Edition. Post 8vo. 7s. 6 d. 

MANSFIELD (Sir William) On the Introduction of a Gold 
Currency into India: a Contribution to tbs Literature of Political 
Economy. 870. 3*. 6 d. 
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MANTELI/S (Gideon A.) Thoughts on Animalcules ; or, the 
Invisible World, as revealed by the Microscope. Second Edition. Plates. 
16mo. 6#. 

MANUAL OP SCIENTIFIC ENQUIRY, Prepared for the Use of 

Officers and Travellers. By various Writers. Edited by Sir J. F. 
Hkbschkl and Rev. R. Main. Third Edition. Maps. Post 8vo. 9*. 
(Published by order of the Lords of the Admiralty .) 

MARKHAM’S (Mbs.) History of England. From the First Inva- 
sion by the Romans, down to the fourteenth year of Queen Victoria’s 
Reign. 156th Edition. Woodcuts. 12mo. 6s. 

History of France. From the Conquest by the Gauls, 

to the Death of Louis Philippe. Sixtieth Edition. Woodcuts. 12mo. 6#. 

History of Germany. From the Invasion by Marius, 

to the present time. Fifteenth Edition. Woodcuts. 12mo. 6s. 

History of Greece. From the Earliest Times 

to the Roman Conquest By Dr. Wm. Smith. Woodcuts. 16mo. 

8 s. 6 d. 

History of Rome. From the Earliest Times 

to the Establishment of the Empire. By Du. Wm. Smith. 
Woodcuts. 16mo. 3s. 6 d. 

- (Clements, R.) Travels in Peru and India, for the 

purpose of collecting Cinchona Plants, and introducing Bark into 
India. Maps and Illustrations. 8vo. 16#. 

MARKLAND’S (J. H.) Reverence due to Holy Places. Third 

Edition. Fcap.Bvo. 8#. 

MARRYAT’S (Joseph) History of Modern and Mediaeval Pottery 

and Porcelain. With a Description of the Manufacture. Second 
Edition. Plates and Woodcuts. 8vo. 81#. 6d. 

(Horace) Jutland, the Danish Isles, and Copen- 
hagen. Illustrations. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 24#. 

Sweden and Isle of Gothland. Illustrations. 2 

Vols. Post 8vo. 28#. 

MATTHIAS'S (Augustus) Greek Grammar for Schools. Abridged 
from the Larger Grammar. By Blomfield. Ninth Edition. Revised by 
Eowabds. 12mo. 8#. 

MAUREL’S (Jules) Essay on the Character, Actions, and Writings 

of the Duke of Wellington. Second Edition. Fcap. 8vo. 1#. 6 d. 

MAXIMS AND HINTS on Angling and Chess. By Richard 

Prnn. Woodcuts. 12mo. 1#. 

MAYNE’S (R. C.) Four Years in British Columbia and Van- 
couver Island. Its Forests, Rivers, Coasts, and Gold Fields, and 
Resources for Colonisation. Illustrations. 8vo. 16#. 

MELVILLE’S (Hermann) Typee and Omoo; or, Adventures 
amongst the Marquesas and South Sea Islands. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. Is. 

MEREDITH’S (Mrs. Charles) Notes and Sketches of New South 
Wales. Post 8vo. 2#. 


Digitized by ^.ooole 




21 


LIST OF WORKS 


MESSIAH (THE): A Narrative of the Life, Travels, Death, 

Resurrection, and Ascension of our Blessed 'Lori, By ▲ Layman. 
Author of the “ Life of Bishop Ken.” Map. 8vo. 18a. 

MICHIE’S (Alexander) Siberian Overland Route from Peking 
to Petersburg, through the Deserts and Steppes of Mongolia, Tartary, 
Ac. Maps and Illustrations. 8vo. 16a. 

MILLS’ (Arthur) India in 1858 ; A Summary of the Existing 

Administration. Second Edition. Map. 8vo. 10a. 6d. 

(Rev. John) Three Months* Residence at Nablus, with 

\ an Account of the Modern Samaritans. Illustrations. Post8vo. 10a. &d. 

MILMAN’S (Dean) History of the Jews, from the Earliest Period, 
brought down to Modern Times. New Edition. 3 Vols. 8vo. 36a. 

Christianity, from the Birth of Christ to the 

Abolition of Paganism in the Roman Empire. New Edition. 3 Vols. 
8vo. 36s. 

Latin Christianity; including that of the Popes 

to the Pontificate of Nicholas V. New Edition. 9 Vols. 8vo 81a. 

Character and Conduct of the Apostles considered as 

an Evidence of Christianity. 8vo. 10a. 6d. 

Life and Works of Horace. With 300 Woodcuts. 

2 Vols. Crown 8vo. 80a. 

Poetical Works. Plates. 3 Yols. Fcap. 8vo. 18s. 

Fall of Jerusalem. Fcap. 8vo. Is. 

(Capt. E. A.) Wayside Cross. A Tale of the Carlist 

War. Post 8vo. 2a. 

MILNES’ (R. Monokton, Lord Houghton) Poetical Works. Fcap. 

8vo. 6a. 

MODERN DOMESTIC COOKERY. Founded on Principles of 

Economy and Practical Knowledge and adapted for Private Families. 
New Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap.8vo. 5a. 

MOORE'S (Thomas) Life and Letters of Lord Byron. Plates. 
6 Vols. Fcap. 8vo. 18a. 

Life and Letters of Lord Byron. Portraits. Royal 8vo. 9s. 

MOTLEY’S (J. L.) History of the United Netherlands : from the 

Death of William the Silent to the Synod of Dort Embracing the 
English-Dutch struggle against Spain; and a detailed Account of the 
Spanish Armada. Portraits. 2 Vols. 8vo. 30a. 

MOUHOT’S (Henri) Siam, Cambojia, and Lao; a Narrative of 
Travels and Discoveries. Illustrations. 2 vols. 8vo. 82a. 

MOZLEY’S (Rev. J. B.) Treatise on Predestination. 8vo. 14a. 

Primitive Doctrine of Baptismal Regeneration. 8vo. 7s.(kl. 


Digitized by Google 



PUBLISHED BY ME. MURRAY, 


25 


MUNDY’S (General) Pen and Pencil Sketches in India. 

Third Edition. Plates. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. | 

(Admiral) Account of the Italian Revolution, with j 

Notices of Garibaldi, Francis II., and Victor Emmanuel. Post 8vo. 12s. 

MUNRO’S (General Sir Thomas) life and Letters. By the Rev. ' 
G. R. Gleiq. Post 8vo. 8s. 6 d. < 

MURCHISON’S (Sir Rodrriok) Russia in Europe and the Ural 
Mountains. With Coloured Maps. Plates. Sections, &c. 2 Vols. 

Royal 4to. 

Siluria ; or, a History of the Oldest Rocks con- 

taining Organic Remains. Third Edition. Map and Plates. 8vo. 42s. 

MURRAY’S RAILWAY READING. Containing:— 

Wellington. Br Lord Euiinui. 6 4. Bauam’i Litibabt Euiti. 2$. 

Nimbodon thh Chau, li. Mahon's Joah or Abc. U. 

Essays tbom “Tib Timas.” 2 Vols. 8«. Head's Emiobant. 2*. 64. 

Music and Dbhss. Is. Nimbod on thbRoad. Is. 

Layabd’s Account or Ninbybh. 5«. Cboebb on thh Guillotine. Is. 

Milman’b Fall or Jhbusalbm. Is. Hollway'b Nobway. 2s. 

Mahon's “Fobty-Fitb.” 3s. Maubbl's Wbllinoton. Is. M. 

Lirs or Thhodobh Hooh. Is. Camtanll's Lira or Bacon. 2s. 64. 

Dhhds or Natal Dabino. 3s. 6 d. Thh Flowbb Oabdhn. Is. 

Thh Honhy Bbh. Is. Lockhabt*s Stanish Ballads. 2s. 64. 

Jambs’ A sor's Faslhs. 2s. 64. Taylob's Notbs tbom Lira. 2s. 

Nimbod on thh Tubs. Is. 64. Rbjbctbd Addbhsshs. Is. 

Am* or Dinino. Is. 64. Pbnn’s Hints on Anolino. Is. 

MUSIC AND DRESS. By a Lads'. Reprinted from the “ Quarterly ! 

Review.” Fcap. 8vo. Is. 

NAPIER’S (Sir Wm.) English Battles and Sieges of the Peninsular I 

War. Third Edition. Portrait. Post8vo. 10s. Qd. j 

Life and Letters. Edited by H. A. Bruoe, M.P. | 

Portraits. 2 Vols. Crown 8vo. 28s. i 

Life , of General Sir Charles Napier chiefly derived | 

from his Journals and Letters. Second Edition . Portraits. 4 Vols. j 

Post 8vo. 48s. 

NAUTICAL ALMANACK. Royal 8vo. 2s. Qd. (By Authority.) j 

NAYY LIST. (Published Quarterly, by Authority.) 16mo. 2 8 . 6d . 

NEW TESTAMENT (The) Illustrated by a Plain Explanatory j 

Commentary, and authentic Views of Sacred Places, from Sketches 
and Photographs. Edited by Archdeacon Chubton and Rev. Basil 
Jones. With 110 Illustrations. 2 Vols. Crown 8vo. 

NEWDEGATE’S (C. N.) Customs’ Tariffs of all Nations ; collected 

and arranged up to the year 1866. 4 to. 80s. 

NICH0LLS (Sir George) History of the English, Irish and 
Sootch Poor Laws. 4 Vols. 8vo. 

(Rev. H. G.) Historical Account of the Forest of 

Dean. Woodcuts, dec. Post 8vo. 10s. 6 d. 

Personalities of the Forest of Dean, its successive 

Officials, Gentry, and Commonalty. Post 8vo. 8s. 6c t. 


Digitized by Google 



26 


LIST OF WORKS 


NICOLAS’ (Sir Harris) Historic Peerage of England. Exhi- 
biting the Origin, Descent, and Present State of every Title of Peer, 
age which has existed in this Country since the Conquest. By 
William Coubthope. 8vo. 80a. 

NIMROD On the Chace — The Turf — and The Road. Reprinted 
from the “ Quarterly Review.” Woodcuts. Fcap.Svo. 8s. 6 d. 

O’CONNOR’S (R.) Field Sports of France; or. Hunting, Shooting, 

and Fishing on the Continent. Woodcuts. 12m©. 7a. 64. 

OXENHAM’S (Rev. W.) English Notes for Latin Elegiacs ; designed 

for early Proficients in the Art of Latin Versification, with Prefatory 
Rules of Composition in Elegiac Metre. Fourth Edition. 12mo. 8a. 64. 

PARIS’ (Dr.) Philosophy in Sport made Science in Earnest; 
or, the First Principles of Natural Philosophy incnlcated by aid of the 
Toys and Sports of Youth. Ninth Edition. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 7a. 64. 

PEEL’S (Sir Robert) Memoirs. Edited by Eabl Stanhope 
and Mb. Cardwell. 2 Vole. Post 8vo. 7a. 64. eaoh. 

PENN’S (Richard) Maxims and Hints for an Angler and Chess- 
player. New Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. la. 

PENROSE’S (F. C.) Principles of Athenian Architecture, and the 

Optical Refinements exhibited in the Construction of the Ancient 
Buildings at Athens, from a Survey. With 40 Plates. Folio. 62.6a. 

PERCY’S (John, M.D.) Metallurgy of Iron and Steel ; or, the Art 
of Extracting Metals from their Ores and adapting them to various pur- 
poses of Manufacture. Illustrations. 8vo. 42a. 

PHILLIPP (Charles Spencer March) On Jurisprudence. 8vo. 12*. 

PHILLIPS’ (John) Memoirs of William Smith, the Geologist. 
Portrait. 8vo. 7a. 64. 

Geology of Yorkshire, The Coast, and Limestone 

District. Plates. 4to. Part I., 20a. — Part II., 80s . 

Rivers, Mountains, and Sea Coast of Yorkshire. 

With Essays on the Climate, Scenery, and Ancient Inhabitants. 
Second Edition, Plates. 8vo. 16a. 

PHILPOTT’S (Bishop) Letters to the late Charles Butler, on the 

Theological parts of his “ Book of the Roman Catholic Church ; ” with 
Remarks on certain Works of Dr. Milner and Dr. Lingard, and on some 
parts of the Evidence of Dr. Doyle. Second Edition. 8vo. 16a. 

POPE’S (Alexander) Life and Works. A New Edition. Con- 
taining nearly 600 unpublished Letters. Edited with a New Lira, 
Introductions and Notes. By Rby. Whit well Elwiv. Portraits. 
8vo. (/« the Press.) 

PORTER’S (Rev. J. L.) Five Years in Damascus. With Travels to 
Palmyra, Lebanon and other Scripture Sites. Map and Woodcuts. 
2 Vote. Post 8vo. 21a. 

Handbook for Syria and Palestine : inclndingan Account 

of the Geography, History, Antiquities, and Inhabitants of these Countries, 
the Peninsula of Sinai, Edom, and the Syrian Desert. Maps. 2 Vols. 
Post 8vo. 24a. 


Digitized by Google 




PUBLISHED BY MR. MURRAY. 


27 


PRAYER-BOOK (The Illustrated), with 1000 Illustrations of Bor- 
ders, Initials, Vignettes, &c. Medium 8vo, 18s. cloth ; 81s. 64. calf ; 
8 6s. morrocco. 

PRECEPTS FOR THE CONDUCT OF LIFE. Extracted from 

the Scriptures. Second Edition. Fcap. 8vo. Is. 

PUSS IN BOOTS. With 12 Illustrations. By Otto Speckteb. 

Coloured, 16mo. 2s. 64. 

QUARTERLY REVIEW (The). 8vo. 6 s. 

RAMBLES in Syria among the Turkomans and Bedawcens. 

Post 8ro. lCs. 64. 

RAWLINSON’S (Rev. George) Herodotus. A New English 

Version. Edited with Notes and Essays. Assisted by Sir Hvhry 
Rawlinbom and Sir J. G. Wiuomsoht. Second Edition. Maps and 
Woodcut. 4 Vole. 8vo. 48s. 

Historical Evidences of the truth of the Scripture 

Records stated anew. Second Edition. 8vo. 14s. 

Five Great Monarchies of the Ancient World. 

Illustrations. 4 Vols. 8vo. 16s. each. 

Vols. I.— II., Clialdeoa and Assyria. Vols. III.— IV., Babylon, Media, and 
Persia. 

REJECTED ADDRESSES (The). By James Aim Horace Smith. 

Fcap. 8vo. Is., or Fine Paper, Portrait, fcap. 8ro. 6s. 

RENNIE’S (D. F.) British Arms in Peking, 1860; Kagosima, 

1862. Post 8vo. 12s. 

■ — Pekin and the Pekinese : Narrative of a 

Residence at the British Embassy. Illustrations. 2 Vols. Post 8vo. 

REYNOLDS’ (Sir Joshua) His Life and Times. Commenced by 
C. R. Leslie, R.A., and continued by Tom Taylor. Portraits and 
Illustrations. 2 Vols. 8vo. 

RICARDO’S (David) Political Works. With a Notice of his 

Life and Writings. By J. R. M'Culloch. New Edition. 8vo. Ids. 

RIPA’S (Father) Memoirs during Thirteen Years* Residence at the 
Court of Peking. From the Italian. Post 8vo. 2s. 

ROBERTSON’S (Canon) History of the Christian Church, from 
the Apostolic Age to the Concordat of Worms, a.d. 1123. Second 
Edition. 3 Vols. 8vo. 38s. 

ROBINSON’S (Rev. Dr.) Biblical Researches in the Holy Land. 
Being a Journal of Travels in 1838 and 1862. Maps. 3 Vols. 8vo. 45s. 

— Physical Geography of the Holy Land. Post 8vo. 

10s. 6 d. 

ROME (The Student’s History op). From the Earliest Times 
Iro the Establishment of the Empire. By Dram Liddell. Wood- 
cuts. Post 8vo. 7s. 6 d. 

ROWLAND’S (David) Manual of the English Constitution; 

Its Rise, Growth, and Present State. Post 8vo. 10s. 64. 

Laws of Nature the Foundation of Morals. Post 

8ro 

RUNDELL’S (Mrs.) Domestic Cookery, adapted for Private 
Families. New Edition. Woodcuts. Fcap. 8vo. 6s. 


Digitized by Google 



28 


LIST OF WORKS 


RUSSELL’S (J. Rutherfurd, M.D.) Art of Medicine— Its History 
and its Heroes. Portraits. 8vo. 14s. 

BUXTON’S (George F.) Travels in Mexico; with Adventnres 
among the Wild Tribes and Animals of the Prairies and Rocky Moun- 
tains. Post 8vo. 3*. 6 d. 

SALE’S (Sir Robert) Brigade in Afghanistan. With an Account of 
the Defence of Jellal&b&d. By Rev. G. R. Gleig. Post 8vo. 2s. 

SANDWITH’S (Humphry) Siege of Kars. Post 8vo. 35. 6d. 

SCOTT’S (G. Gilbert) Secular and Domestic Architecture, Pre- 
sent and Future. Second Edition. 8vo. 9s. 

(Master of Baliol) University Sermons Post 8vo. 8s. 6d. 

SCROPE’S (G. P.) Geology and Extinct Volcanoes of Central 
France. Second Edition. Illustrations. Medium 8vo. 80s. 

SELF-HELP. With Illustrations of Character and Conduct. 
By Samuel Smiles. 60 th Thousand. Post 8vo. 6s. 

SENIOR’S (N. W.) Suggestions on Popular Education. 8vo. 95. 

SHAFTESBURY (Lord Chancellor) ; Memoirs of his Early Life. 

With his Letters, Ac. By W. D. Christie. Portrait. 8vo. 10s. 6 d. 

SHAW’S (T. B.) Student’s Manual of English Literature. [Edited, 

with Notes and Illustrations, by Db. Wm. Smith. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Choice Specimens of English Literature. Selected from 

the Chief English Writers. Edited by Wm. Smith, LL.D. Post 8vo. 
7s. 6 d. 

SIERRA LEONE ; Described in Letters to Friends at Home. By 
A Lady. Post 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

SIMMONS on Courts-Martial. 5ih Edition. 8vo. 145. 

SMILES’ (Samuil) Lives of British Engineers ; from the Earliest 

Period to the Death of Robert Stephenson ; with an account of their Prin- 
cipal Works, and a History of Inland Communication in Britain. 
Portraits and Illustrations. 3 Yols. Svo. 63s. 

George and Robert Stephenson ; the Story of their Lives. 

With Portraits and 70 Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 6s. 

James Brindley and the Early Engineers. With Portrait 

and 60 Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 6s. 

Self-Help. With Illustrations of Character and Conduct. 

Post 8vo. 6s. 

Industrial Biography : Iron- Workers and Tool Makers. 

A companion volume to “ Self-Help." Post 8vo. 6s. 

Workmen’s Earnings— Savings — and Strikes. Fcap. 8vo. 

Is. 6d. 

SOMERVILLE’S (Mary) Physical Geography. Fifth Edition. 

Portrait. Post 8vo. 9s. 

Connexion of the Physical Sciences. Ninth 

Edition. Woodcuts. Post8vo. 9s. 

SOUTH’S (John F.) Household Surgery;, or, Hints on Emergen* 
des. Seventeenth Thousand. Woodcuts. Fcp. 8vo. 4s. 6d. 


Digitized by Google 



PUBLISHED BY MR. MURRAY. 


29 


SMITH’S (Db. Wm.) Dictionary of the Bible; its Antiquities, 
Biography, Geography, and Natural History. Illustrations. 3 Yols. 

. 8vo. 105s. 

Greek and Roman Antiquities. 2nd Edition . Wood- 

cuts. 8vo. 42s. 

Biography and Mythology. Wood- 

cuts. 3 Yols. 8vo. 51. 15s. 6d. 

Geography. Woodcuts. 2 Yols. 

8vo. 80 s. 

Classical Dictionary of Mythology, Biography, and 

Geography, compiled from the above. With 750 Woodcuts. 8vo. 16s. 

Latin-English Dictionary. 3rd Edition. Revised. 8vo. 21s. 

Smaller Classical Dictionary. Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. • 

7s. W. 

— Dictionary of Antiquities. Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. 

7s. 6 d. 

— — Latin-English.Dictionary. 12mo. 7 s. 6d. 

~ Latin-English Vocabulary; for Pheedrus, Cornelius 

Nepos, and Caesar. 2nd Edition. 12mo. 3s. 6 d. 

Principia Latina — Part I. A Grammar, Delectus, and 

Exercise Book, with Vocabularies. 6 th Edition. 12mo. 3s. 6d. 

Part II. A Reading-book of Mytho- 
logy. Geography, Romau Antiquities, and History. With Notes and 
Dictionary. 3rd Edition. 12mo. 3s. 6 d. 

Part III. A Latin Poetry Book. 

Hexameters and Pentameters; Eel ogee Ovidianso; Latin Prosody, 
dec. 2nd Edition. 12mo. 3s. 6d. 

— PartlY. Latin Prose Composition. 

Rales of Syntax, with Examples. Explanations of Synonyms, and 
Exercises on the Syntax. Second Edition. 12mo. 8s. 6 d. 

Student’s Greek Grammar. By Professor Cubtius. Post 

8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Latin Grammar. Post 8vo. 7*. 6d. 

■ Latin Grammar. Abridged from the above. 

12mo. 3s. Bd. 

Smaller Greek Grammar. Abridged from Curtius. 

12mo. 3s. 6d. 

STANLEY’S (Dean) Sinai and Palestine, in Connexion with their 

History. Map. 8vo. 16s. 

— Bible in the Holy Land. Woodcuts. Fcap.8vo. 2s. 6d. 

St. Paul’s Epistles to the Corinthians. 8vo. 18s. 

Eastern Church. Plans. 8vo. 12s. 

Jewish Church. Yol. 1. Abraham to Samuel. Plans. 

8vo. 16s. 

— Yol. 2. Samuel to the Captivity., 

8vo. 16s. 

Historical Memorials of Canterbury. Woodcuts. 

Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Sermons in the East, with Notices of the Places 

Visited. 8vo. 9s. 

Sermons on Evangelical and Apostolical Teaching. 

Post 8vo. 7s. 6 d. 

— Addresses and Charges op Bishop Stanley. With 

Memoir. 8vo. 10s. 6 d. 


Digitized by 


Google 



30 


LIST OF WORKS 


SOUTHEY’S (Robert) Book of the Church. Seventh Edition . 
Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Lives of Bunyan and Cromwell. Post 8vo. 2 «. 

SPECKTER’S (Otto) Puss in Boots. With 12 Woodcuts. Square 
12mo. Is. 6d. plain, or 2s. 6 d. coloured. 

- — Charmed Roe ; or, the Story of the Little Brother 

and Sister. Illustrated. 16mo. 

ST. JOHN’S (Charles) Wild Sports and Natural History of the 
Highlands. Post 8vo. 8s. 6 d. 

0 

(Baylb) Adventures in the Libyan Desert and the 

Oasis of Jupiter Ammon. Woodcuts. Fost8vo. 2s. 

STANHOPE’S (Earl) Life of William Pitt. With Extracts 

from his M.S. Papers. Second. Edition. Portraits. 4 Vols, Fost8vo. 
42». 

Miscellanies. Second Edition . Post 8vo. 5s. 6d. 

STEPHENSON (George and Robert). The Story of their 
Lives. By Samuel Smiles. With Portraits and 70 Illustrations. Post 
8vo. 6s. 

STUDENT’S HUME. A History of England from the Invasion 
of Julius Ceesar to the Revolution of 1688. By David Humk, and 
continued to 1858. Woodcuts. Post8vo. 7 s.6d. 

*** A Smaller History of England. 12mo. 35. 6 d. 

HISTORY OF FRANCE; from the Earliest Times 

to the Establishment of the Second Empire, 1852. By W. H. Pearson, 
M.A. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 7 s.6d. 

HISTORY OF GREECE ; from the Earliest Times 

to the Roman Conquest. With the History of Literature and Art. By 
Wm. Smith, LL.D. Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6 d. (Questions. 2i.) 

V A Smaller Histoby or Greece. 12mo. 35. 6d. 

HISTORY OF ROME; from the Earliest Times 

to the Establishment of the Empire. With the History of Literature 
and Art. By Dean Liddell. Woodcuts. Crown 8vo. 75. 6 d. 

V A Smaller History of Rome. 12mo. 8s. 6d. 

GIBBON ; an Epitome of the History of the Decline 

and Fall of the Roman Empire. By Edward Gibbon. Incorporat- 
ing the Researches of Recent Commentators. Woodcuts. Post8vo. 
7s. 6d. 

MANUAL OF ANCIENT GEOGRAPHY. By 

Rev. W. L. Brvan, M.A. Woodcuts. Post 8vo, 7 s.6d. 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE. By George P. Marsh. 

Post 8vo. 7s. 6 d. 

ENGLISH LITERATURE. By T. B. Shaw, 

M.A. Post 8vo. 7 s.6d. 

SPECIMENS OF ENGLISH LITERATURE. 

Selected from the Chief Writers. By Thomas a Shaw, M.A. Post 
8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Digitized by ^.ooole 



PUBLISHED BY MR. MURRAY. 


81 


STOTHARD’S (Thos.) Life. With Personal Reminiscences. 

By Mrs. Bear. With Portrait and 60 Woodcuts. 4fco. SI*. 

STREET’S (G. E.) Gothic Architecture in Spain. From Personal 

Observation* during several journeys through that country. Illus- 
trations. Medium 6vo. 

Brick and Marble Architecture of Italy in the 

Middle Ages. Plates. 8ro. 21s. 

SWIFT’S (Jonathan) Life, Letters, Journals, and Works. By 

John Fobstnb. Bvo. (In Preparation.) 

SYME’S (PBomoa) Principles of Surgery. 5th Edition, 8vo. 12s. 
TAIT’S (Bishop) Dangers and Safeguards of Modem Theology. 

8vo. 9*. 

TAYLOR’S (Henry) Notes from Life. Fcap. 8yo. 2s. 
THOMSON’S (Archbishop) Lincoln’s Inn Sermons. 8vo. 10s. 6d. 
THREE-LEA YED MANUAL OF FAMILY PRAYER; arranged 

so aa to save the trouble of turning the Pages backwards and forwards. 
Royal 8vo. is. 

TRANSACTIONS OF THE ETHNOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF 

LONDON. NewSsries. Vols. I. and II. 8vo. 

TEEMENHEERE’S (H. S.) Political Experience of the Ancients, 

in its bearing on Modern Times. Fcap. 8vo. 2*. M. 

TRISTRAM (H. B.). The Great Sahara. Wanderings South of the 

Atlas Mountains. Map and Illustrations. Post 8vo 15*. 

TWISS* (Horace) Public and Private Life of Lord Chancellor Eldon, 
with Selections from his Correspondence. Portrait. Third Edition. 
2 Vols. Post 8vo. 21*. 

TYLOR’S (E. B.) Researches into the Early History of Mankind, 

and the Development of Civilization. Illustrations. 8vo. 

TYNDALL’S (John) Glaciers of the Alps. With an account of 
Three Years’ Observations and Experiments on their General Phe- 
nomena. Woodcuts. Post 8vo. 14*. 

TYTLER’S (Patrick Fraser) Memoirs. By Rev. J. W. Burgon, 
MA. 8vo. 9*. 

YAUGHAN’S (Rev. Dr.) Sermons preached in Harrow School. 

8vo. 10*. 6 d. 

YENABLES* (Rev. R. L.) Domestic Scenes in Russia. Post 8vo. 5s. 

WAAGEN’S (Dr.) Treasures of Art in Great Britain. Being an 
Account of the Chief Collections of Paintings, Sculpture, Manuscripts, 
Miniatures, &c. &c n in this Country. Obtained from Personal Inspec- 
tion during Visits to England. 4 Vols. 8vo. 

WALSH’S (Sir John) Practical Results of the Reform Bill of 

1832. 8vo. 5*. 6d. 

YAMBERY’S (Arminius) Travels in Central Asia, from Teheran 
across the Turkoman Desert, on the Eastern Shore of the Caspian to 
Khiva, Bokhara, and Samaroand in 1863. Map and Illustrations. 8 vo. 21* . 


Digitized by Google 




82 LIST OF WORKS PUBLISHED BY MR. MURRAY, 


WELLINGTON’S (Thi Dues or) Despatches during his various 
Campaigns. Compiled from Official and other Authentic Documents. By 
Col. Qua wood, C.B. 8 Yols. 8vo. 21#. each. 

Supplementary Despatches, and other Papers. 

Edited by his Son. ^ols. I. to XII. 8vo. 20s. each. 

Selections from his Despatches and General 

Orders. By Colonel Gubwood. 8vo. 18# 

Speeches in Parliament. 2 Yols. 8vo. 42s. 

WILKINSON’S (Sib J. G.) Popular Account of the Private Life, 

Manners, and Customs of the Ancient Egyptians. New Edition. 
Revised and Condensed. With 600 Woodcuts. 2 Yols. Post 8vo. 13#. 

Handbook for Egypt. — Thebes, the Nile, Alex- 

andria, Cairo, the Pyramids, Mount Sinai, &c. Map. Post 8vo. 16#. 

(G. B.) Working Man’s Handbook to South Aus- 
tralia ; with Advice to the Farmer, and Detailed Information for the 
several Classes of Labourers and Artisans. Map. 18mo. Is. 6 d. 

WILSON’S (Bishop Daniel) Life, with Extracts from his 

Letters and Journals. By Rev. Jobiah Bateman. Second Edition . 
Illustrations. Post 8vo. 9#. 

(Gen 1 ** Sib Robert) Secret History of the French 

Invasion of Russia, and Retreat of the French Army, 1812. Second 
Edition. 8vo. 16#. 

— * Private Diary of Travels, Personal Services, and 

Public Events, during Missions and Employments in Spain, Sicily, 
Turkey, Russia, Poland, Germany, Ac. 1812-14. 2 Yols. 8vo. 26#. 

Autobiographical Memoirs. Containing an Account of 

his Early Life down to the Peace of Tilsit. Portrait. 2 Yols. 8vo. 
26#. 

WORDSWORTH’S (Canon) Journal of a Tour in Athens and 

Attica. Third Edition. Plates. Post 8vo. 8#. 6 d. 

Pictorial, Descriptive, and Historical Account 

of Greece, with a History of Greek Art, by G. Sohabf, F.S.A. New 
Edition. With 600 Woodcuts. Royal 8vo. 28#. 

WORNUM (Ralph). A Biographical Dictionary of Italian Painters : 
with a Table of the Contemporary Schools of Italy. By a Lady. 
Post 8vo. 6s. 6 d. 


>C*T AND BTAKS, TKIRTEBS, WUITtrtllll. 


Digitized by Google 



Digitized by Google 



V J 







